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LETTER 


COMCEBNINO 


TOLERATION. 


vol-  V. 


TO  THR 


READER. 


The  ensuing  Letter  concerning  Toleration,  first 
printed  in  Latin  this  very  year,  in  Holland,  has  already 
been  translated  both  into  Dutch  and  French.— -So 
general  and  speedy  an  approbation  may  therefore  be- 
speak its  favourable  reception  in  England.  I  think  in* 
deed  there  is  no  nation  under  heaven,  in  which  so  much 
has  already  been  said  upon  that  subject,  as  ours.  But 
yet  certainly  there  is  no  people  that  stand  in  more  need 
of  having  something  further  both  said  and  done  amongst 
them,  in  this  point,  than  we  do. 

Our  government  has  not  only  been  partial  in  matters 
of  religion ;  but  those  also  who  have  suffered  under 
that  partiality,  and  have  therefore  endeavoured  by  their 
writings  to  vindicate  their  own  rights  and  liberties,  have 
for  the  most  part  done  it  upon  narrow  principles,  suited 
only  to  the  interests  of  their  own  sects. 

This  narrowness  of  spirit  on  all  sides  has  undoubt- 
edly been  the  principal  occasion  of  our  miseries  and 
confusions.  But  whatever  have  been  the  occasions,  it 
18  now  high  time  to  seek  for  a  thorough  cure.  We  have 
need  of  more  generous  remedies  than  what  have  yet 
been  made  use  of  in  our  distemper.    It  is  neither  de- 

B  S 


clarations  of  indulgence,  nor  acts  of  comprehension, 
such  as  have  yet  been  practised  or  projected  amongst 
us,  that  can  do  the  work.  The  first  will  but  palliate, 
the  second  increase  our  evil. . 

Absolute  liberty,  just  and  tkue  liberty, 
equal  and  impartial  liberty,  is  the  thing 

THAT  WE  STAND  IN  NEED  OF.      NoW  thoUgh  this  has 

indeed  been  much  talked  of,  I  doubt  it  has  not  been 
much  understood ;  I  am  sure  not  at  all  practised,  either 
by  our  governors  towards  the  people  in  general,  or  by 
any  dissenting  parties  of  the  people  towards  one  another. 

I  cannot  therefore  but  hope  that  this  discourse,  which 
treats  of  that  subject,  however  briefly,  yet  more  exactly 
than  any  we  have  yet  seen,  demonstrating  both  the 
equitableness  and  practicableness  of  the  thing,  will  be 
esteemed  highly  seasonable,  by  all  men  who  have  souls 
large  enough  to  prefer  the  true  interest  of  the  public, 
before  that  of  a  party. 

It  is  £br  the  use  of  such  as  are  already  so  spirited,  or 
to  iospire  that  spirit  into  those  that  are  not,  that  I  have 
translated  it  into  our  language.  But  the  thing  itself  is 
so  short,  that  it  will  not  bear  a  longer  jHreface.  I  leave 
it  therefore  to  the  consideration  of  my  countrymen, 
and  heartily  wi^  they  may  mike  the  use  of  it  that  it 
appears  to  be  designed  fiu*. 


Letter 


«0N6SBNtN» 


TOLERATION. 


HONOUKED  SIR9 

Since  you  are  pleased  to  inquire  what  are  my 
thoughts  about  the  mutual  toleration  of  christians  in 
their  difierent  professions  of  religion,  I  must  needs 
answer  you  freely,  that  I  esteem  that  toleration  to  be 
the  chief  characteristical  mark  of  the  true  church.  For 
whatsoever  some  people  boast  of  the  antiquity  of  places 
and  names,  or  of  the  pomp  of  their  outward  worship ; 
others,  of  the  reformation  of  their  discipline ;  all  of  the 
orthodoxy  of  their  faith,  for  every  one  is  orthodox  to 
himself:  these  things,  and  all  others  of  this  nature,  are 
much  rather  marks  of  men*s  striving  for  power  and  enU 
pire  over  one  another,  than  of  the  church  of  Christ. 
Let  any  one  have  ^ver  so  true  a  claim  to  all  th^  things', 
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yet  if  he  be  destitute  of  charity,  meekness,  and  good- 
will in  general  towards  all  mankind,  even  to  those  that 
are  not  christians,  he  is  certainly  yet  short  of  being  a 
true  christian  himself.     "  The  kings  of  the  gentiles  ex- 
**  ercise  lordship  over  them,"  said  our  Saviour  to  his  dis- 
ciples, "  but  ye  shall  not  be  so,**   Luke  xxii.  25,  26. 
The  business  of  true  religion  is  quite  another  thing.     It 
is  not  instituted  iii  order  to  the  erecting  an  external 
pomp,  nor  to  the  obtaining  of  ecclesiastical  dominion, 
nor  to  the  exercising  of  compulsive  force ;  but  to  the 
regulating  of  men's  lives  according  to  the  rules  of  vir- 
tue and  piety.    Whosoever  will  list  himself  under  the 
banner  of  Christ,  must,  in  the  first  place  and  above  all 
things,  make  war  upon  his  own  lusts  and  vices.     It  is 
in  vain  for  any  man  to  usurp  the  name  of  christian,  with- 
out holiness  of  life,  purity  of  manners,  and  benignity 
and  meekness  of  spirit.     **  Let  every  one  that  nameth 
''  the  name  of  Christ,  depart  from  iniquity.*'   2  Tim. 
ii.  19.    '^  Thou,  when  thou  art  converted,  strengthen 
**  thy  brethren,"  said  our  Lord  to  Peter,  Luke  xxii.  82. 
It  would  indeed  be  very  hard  for  one  that  appears  care- 
less about  his  own  salvation,  to  persuade  me  that  he 
were  extremely  concerned  for  mine.    For  it  is  impossi- 
ble that  those  should  sincerely  and  heartily  apply  them- 
selves to  make  other  people  christians,  who  have  not 
really  embraced   the   christian  religion   in  their  own 
hearts.     If  the  gospel  and  the  apostles  may  be  credited, 
no  man  can  be  a  christian  without  charity,  and  without 
that  faith  which  works,  not  by  force,  but  by  love.    Now 
I  appeal  to  the  consciences  of  those  that  persecute,  tor- 
ment, destroy,  and  kill  other  men  upon  pretence  of  re- 
ligion, whether  they  do  it  out  of  friendship  and  kind- 
ness towards  them,  or  no :  and  I  shall  then  indeed,  and 
not  till  then,  believe  they  do  so,  when  I  shall  see  those 
fiery  zealots  correcting,   in  the  same  manner,   their 
friends  and  familiar  acquaintance,  for  the  manifest  sins 
they  commit  against  the  precepts  of  the  gospel ;  when 
I  shall  see  them  prosecute  with  fire  and  sword  the  mem- 
bers of  their  own  communion  that  are  tainted  with 
^ormous  vices,  and  without  amendment  ar^  in  danger 
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of  eternal  perdition ;  and  when  I  shall  see  them  thus 
express  their  love  and  desire  of  the  salvation  of  their 
soulsj  by  the  infliction  of  torments,  and  exercise  of  all 
manner  of  cruelties.  For  if  it  be  out  of  a  principle  of 
charity,  as  they  pretend,  and  love  to  men's  souls,  that 
they  deprive  them  of  their  estates,  maim  them  with 
corporal  punishments,  starve  and  torment  them  in 
noisome  prisons,  and  in  the  end  even  take  away  their 
lives ;  I  say,  if  all  this  be  done  merely  to  make  men 
christians,  and  procure  their  salvation,  why  then  do 
they  suffer  **  whoredom,  fraud,  malice,  and  such  like 
**  enormities,''  which,  according  to  the  apostle^  Rom.  i. 
manifestly  relish  of  heathenish  corruption,  to  predomi- 
nate so  much  and  abound  amongst  their  flocks  and 
people  ?  These,  and  sucli  like  things,  are  certainly  more 
contrary  to  the  glory  of  God,  to  the  purity  of  the 
church,  and  to  the  salvation  of  souls,  than  any  con- 
scientious dissent  from  ecclesiastical  decision,  or  separa- 
tion from  public  worship,  whilst  accompanied  with  in- 
nocency  of  life.  Why  then  does  this  burning  zeal  for 
God,  for  the  church,  and  for  the  salvation  of  souls; 
burning,  I  say  literally,  with  fire  and  faggot ;  pass  by 
those  moral  vices  and  wickednesses,  without  any  chas- 
tisement, which  are  acknowledged  by  all  men  to  be 
diametrically  opposite  to  the  profession  of  Christianity ; 
and  bend  all  its  nerves  either  to  the  introducing  of  ce- 
remonies, or  to  the  establishment  of  opinions,  which  for 
the  most  part  are  about  nice  and  intricate  matters,  that 
exceed  the  capacity  of  ordinary  understandings  ?  Which 
of  the  parties  contending  about  these  things  is  in  the 
right,  which  of  them  is  guilty  of  schism  or  heresy, 
whether  those  that  domineer  or  those  that  suffer,  will 
then  at  last  be  manifest,  when  the  cause  of  their  sepa- 
ration comes  to  be  judged  of.  He  certainly  that  follows 
Christ,  embraces  his  doctrine,  and  bears  his  yoke, 
though  he  forsake  both  father  and  mother,  separate 
from  the  public  assemblies  and  ceremonies  of  his  coun- 
try, or  whomsoever,  or  whatsoever  else  he  relinquishes, 
will  not  then  be  judged  an  heretic. 

Now,  though  the  divisions  that  are  among  sec^ 
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slidtdd  be  allowed  to  be  ever  so  obstructive  of  the  sal-  / 
vation  Of  sbuls ;  Jret  nevertheless  ••  adultery,  fornica- 
'*  tioh^  uticleanness,  ksciviousness,  idolatry,  ^d  such 
**  like-  things,  cannot  be  denied  to  be  works  of  the 
'*  flesh;*  concertiiiig  which  the  apostle  has  expressly 
decliired,  that  **  they  who  do  them  shall  not  inherit  the 
•  ktegdom  of  Gbd."  Gal.  v.  21.  Whosoever  thete- 
fore  is  diTkrerely  solicitous  about  the  kingdom  of  Grod, 
aiid  thinks  it  his  duty  to  endeavour  the  enlargement  of 
it  afnongst  men,  ought  to  apply  himself  with  no  less 
care  and  industry  to  the  rooting  out  of  these  immorali- 
ties than  to  the  extirpation  of  sects.  But  if  any  one 
d6  otherwise,  and  whilst  he  is  cruel  and  implacable  to* 
wards  those  that  differ  from  him  in  opinion,  he  be  in- 
dulgent to  such  iniquities  arid  immoralities  as  are  un«- 
becoming  the  name  of  a  christian,  let  such  a  one  talk 
ever  so  much  of  the  church,  he  plainly  demonstrates 
by  his  actions,  that  it  is  another  kingdom  he  aiihs  at, 
and  not  the  advancement  of  the  kingdom  of  God. 

That  any  man  should  think  fit  to  cause  another  man, 
whose  salvation  he  heartily  desires,  to  expire  in  tor- 
ments, and  that  even  in  an  unconverted  state,  would, 
I  confess,  seem  very  strange  to  me,  and,  I  think,  to  any 
other  also.  But  nobody,  surely,  will  ever  beUeve  that 
such  a  carriage  can  proceed  from  charity,  love  or  good- 
will. If  any  one  maintain  that  men  ought  to  be  com- 
pelled by  fire  and  sword  to  profess  certain  doctrines, 
and  conform  to  this  or  that  exterior  worship,  without 
any  regard  had  unto  their  morals ;  if  any  one  endeavour 
to  convert  those  that  are  erroneous  unto  the  faith,  by 
forcing  them  to  profess  things  that  they  do  not  believe, 
and  allowing  them  to  practise  things  that  the  gospel 
does  not  permit;  it  cannot  be  doubted  indeed,  that 
stieh  a  one  is  desirous  to  have  a  numerous  assembly 
joiried  in  the  same  profession  with  himself;  but  that  he 
prindpally  intends  by  those  means  to  compose  a  truly 
christian  church,  is  altogether  incredible.  It  is  not 
therefore  to  be  #ondered  at,  if  those  who  do  not  really 
contend  for  the  advancement  of  the  true  religion,  and 
of  the  chur^  ^  Christ,  make  use  of  «rms  that  do  not 
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bdong  to  the  christian  warfare.  If,  like  the  captain  Of 
cNir  sidTation,  thej  sincerely  desired  the  good  of  souls, 
they  would  tread  in  the  steps  and  follow  the  perfect  ex* 
ample  of  that  prince  of  peace,  who  sent  out  his  soldiets 
to  the  subduing  of  nations,  and  gathering  them  into 
his  church,  not  armed  with  the  sword,  or  oth^  instru^ 
ments  of  force,  but  prepared  with  the  gospel  of  peace, 
and  with  the  exemplarj  holiness  of  their  conversation. 
This  was  his  method.  Though  if  infidels  were  to  be 
converted  by  force,  if  those  that  are  either  blind  or  ob- 
stinate w^e  to  be  drawn  off  A*om  their  errors  by  armed 
sfddiers,  we  know  very  well  that  it  was  much  more  easy 
for  him  to  do  it  with  armies  of  heavealj  legions,  than 
for  any  son  of  the  church,  how  potent  soever^  with  dll 
Ins  dragoons. 

The  toleration  of  those  that  differ  fi*om  others  in  mat* 
ters  of  religion,  is  so  agreeable  to  the  gospel  of  JesUs 
Christ,  and  to  the  genuine  reason  of  mankind,  that  it 
seems  monstrous  for  men  to  be  so  blind,  as  not  to  per- 
ceive the  necessity  and  advantage  of  it,  in  so  clear  a 
light.  I  will  not  here  tax  the  pride  and  ambition  of 
some,  the  passion  and  uncharitable  zeal  of  others.  These 
are  faults  from  which  human  affairs  can  perhaps  scarce 
ever  be  perfectly  freed ;  but  yet  such  as  nobody  wfll 
bear  the  plain  imputation  of,  without  covering  them 
with  some  specious  colour ;  and  so  pretend  to  commend- 
ation, whilst  they  are  carried  away  by  their  own  irre- 
gular passions.  But  however,  that  sodie  may  not  colour 
their  spirit  of  persecution  and  unchristian  cruelty,  with 
a  pretence  of  care  of  the  public  weal,  and  observation 
of  the  laws ;  and  that  others,  under  pretence  of  reli- 
gion, may  not  seek  impunity  for  their  libertinisni  and 
licentiousness ;  in  a  word,  that  none  may  impose  either 
upon  himself  or  others,  by  the  pretences  of  loyalty  and 
obedience  to  the  prince,  or  of  tenderness  and  sincerity 
in  the  worship  of  God ;  I  esteem  it  above  all  things  ne- 
cessary to  distinguish  exactly  the  business  of  civil  go- 
vernment from  that  of  religion,  and  to  settle  the  just 
bounds  that  lie  between  the  one  and  the  other.  If  this 
be  not  done,  there  can  be  no  end  put  to  the  controvert 
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sies  that  will  be  always  arising  between  those  that  have, 
or  at  least  pretend  to  have,  on  the  one  side,  a  concern- 
ment for  the  interest  of  men*s  souls,  and,  on  the  other 
side,  a  care  of  the  commonwealth. 

The  commonwealth  seems  to  me  to  be  a  society  of 
men  constituted  only  for  the  procuring,  preserving,  and 
advancing  their  own  civil  interests. 

Civil  interest  I  call  life,  libei*ty>  health,  and  indolency 
of  body ;  and  the  possession  of  outward  thing-s,  such  as 
money,  lands,  houses,  furniture,  and  the  like. 

It  is  the  duty  of  the  civil  magistrate,  by  the  impar- 
tial execution  of  equal  laws,  to  secure  unto  all  the  peo- 
ple in  general,  and  to  every  one  of  his  subjects  in  par- 
ticular, the  just  possession  of  these  things  belonging  to 
this  life.  If  any  one  presume  to  violate  the  laws  of 
public  justice  and  equity,  established  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  these  things,  his  presumption  is  to  be  checked 
by  the  fear  of  punishment,  consisting  in  the  deprivation 
or  diminution  of  those  civil  interests,  or  goods,  which 
otherwise  he  might  and  ought  to  enjoy.  But  seeing  no 
man  does  willingly  suffer  himself  to  be  punisl)ed  by  the 
deprivation  of  any  part  of  his  goods,  and  much  less  of 
his  liberty  or  life,  therefore  is  the  magistrate  armed 
with  the  force  and  strength  of  all  his  subjects,  in  order 
to  the  punishment  of  those  that  violate  any  other  man's 
rights. 

Now  that  the  whole  jurisdiction  of  the  magistrate 
i*eaches  only  to  these  civil  concernments ;  and  that  all 
civil  power,  right,  and  dominion,  is  bounded  and  con- 
fined to  the  only  care  of  promoting  these  things ;  and 
that  it  neither  can  nor  ought  in  any  manner  to  be  ex- 
tended to  the  salvation  of  souls  ;  these  following  consi- 
derations seem  unto  me  abundantly  to  demonstrate. 

First,  Because  the  care  of  souls  is  not  committed  to 
the  civil  magistrate,  any  more  than  to  other  men.  It 
is  not  committed  unto  him,  I  say,  by  God;  because  it 
appears  not  that  God  has  ever  given  any  such  authority 
to  one  man  over  another,  as  to  compel  any  one  to  his 
religion.  Nor  can  any  such  power  be  vested  in  the  ma- 
gistrate by  the  con^nt  of  the  people ;  because  no  man 
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can  so  far  abandon  the  care  of  his  own  salvation,  as 
blindly  to  leave  it  to  the  choice  of  any  other,  whether 
prince  or  subject,  to  prescribe  to  him  what  faith  or  wor- 
ship he  shall  embrace.  For  no  man  can^  if  he  would, 
conform  his  faitli  to  the  dictates  of  another.  All  the 
life  and  power  of  true  religion  consists  in  the  inward  and 
full  persuasion  of  the  mind ;  and  faith  is  not  faith,  with- 
out believing.  Whatever  profession  we  make,  to  what- 
ever outward  worship  we  conform,  if  we  are  not  fully 
satisfied  in  our  own  mind  that  the  one  is  true^  and  the 
other  well-pleasing  unto  God,  such  profession  and  such 
practice,  far  from  being  any  furtherance,  are  indeed 
great  obstacles  to  our  salvation.  For  in  this  manner, 
instead  of  expiating  other  sins  by  the  exercise  of  reli- 
gion, I  say  in  offering  thus  unto  (rod  Almighty  such 
a  worship  as  we  esteem  to  be  displeasing  unto  him,  we 
add  unto  the  number  of  our  other  sins,  those  also  of 
hypocrisy,  and  contempt  of  his  Divine  Majesty. 

In  the  second  place.  The  care  of  souls  cannot  be- 
long to  the  civil  magistrate,  because  his  power  consists 
only  in  outward  force :  but  true  and  saving  religion 
consists  in  the  inward  persuasion  of  the  mind,  without 
which  nothing  can  be  acceptable  to  God.  And  such 
is  the  nature  of  the  understanding,  that  it  cannot  be 
compelled  to  the  belief  of  any  thing  by  outward  force. 
Confiscation  of  estate,  imprisonment,  torments,  nothing 
of  that  nature  can  have  any  such  efficacy  as  to  make 
men  change  the  inward  judgment  that  they  have  fram- 
ed of  things. 

It  may  indeed  be  alleged,  that  the  magistrate  may 
make  use  of  arguments,  and  thereby  draw  the  hetero- 
dox into  the  way  of  truth,  and  procure  their  salvation. 
I  grant  it;  but  this  is  common  to  him  with  other  men. 
In  teaching,  instructing,  and  redressing  the  erroneous 
by  reason,  he  may  certainly  do  what  becomes  any  good 
man  to  do.  Magistracy  does  not  oblige  him  to  put  off 
either  humanity  or  Christianity.  But  it  is  one  thing  to 
persuade,  another  to  command ;  one  thing  to  press  with 
arguments,  another  with  penalties.  This  the  civil  power 
alone  has  a  right  to  do ;  to  the  other,  good-will  is  au* 


IS  A  letter  coticefnitlg  Toleration. 

thority  Enough.  Every  man  has  commission  to  admo- 
nish, exhort,  convince  another  of  errour,  and  by  reason- 
ing to  draiw  him  irito  truth  :  but  to  give  laws,  receive 
obedience,  and  compel  with  the  sword,  belongs  to  none 
but  the  magistrate.  And  upon  this  ground  I  affirm, 
that  the  magistrate's  power  extends  not  to  the  establish- 
ing of  any  article  of  faith,  or  forms  of  worship,  by  the 
force  of  his  la^s.  For  laws  are  of  no  force  at  all  with- 
out penalties,  and  penalties  in  this  case  are  absolutely 
impertinent ;  because  they  are  not  proper  to  convince 
the  mind.  Neither  the  profession  of  any  articles  of 
faith,  nor  the  conformity  to  any  outward  form  of  wor- 
ship, as  has  been  already  said,  can  be  available  to  the 
salvation  of  souls,  unless  the  truth  of  the  one,  and  the 
acceptableness  of  the  other  unto  God,  be  thoroughly 
believed  by  those  that  so  profess  and  practise.  But  pe- 
nalties are  no  ways  capable  to  produce  such  belief.  It 
is  only  light  and  evidence  that  can  work  a  change  in 
men*s  opinions ;  and  that  light  can  in  no  manner  pro- 
ceed from  corporal  sufferings,  or  any  other  outward 
penalties. 

In  the  third  place.  The  care  of  the  salvation  of  men's 
souls  cannot  belong  to  the  magistrate ;  because,  though 
the  rigour  of  laws  and  the  force  of  penalties  were  capa- 
ble to  convince  and  change  men's  minds,  yet  would  not 
that  help  at  all  to  the  salvation  of  their  souls.  For, 
there  being  but  one  truth,  one  way  to  heaven ;  what 
hopes  is  there  that  more  men  would  be  led  into  it,  if 
they  had  no  other  rule  to  follow  but  the  religion  of  the 
court,  and  were  put  under  a  necessity  to  quit  the  light 
of  their  own  reason,  to  oppose  the  dictates  of  their  own 
consciences,  and  blindly  to  resign  up  themselves  to  the 
will  of  their  governors,  and  to  the  religion  which  either 
ignorance,  ambition,  or  superstition  had  chanced  to 
establish  in  the  countries  where  they  were  bom  ?  In 
the  variety  and  contradiction  of  opinions  in  religion, 
wherein  the  princes  of  the  world  are  as  m'.ch  divided 
as  in  their  secular  interests,  the  narrow  way  would  be 
much  straitened ;  one  country  alone  would  be  in  the 
right,  and  all  the  rest  of  the  world  put  under  an  obli- 
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gttdon  of  foHowing  thdr  princes  in  the  wajs  that  lead 
to  destruction :  and  that  which  heightens  the  ahsurdity, 
and  verjr  ill  suits  the  notion  of  a  deity,  men  would  owe 
their  eternal  happiness  or  misery  to  the  places  of  their 
nativity. 

These  considerations,  to  omit  many  others  that  might 
have  been  uiged  to  the  same  purpose,  seem  unto  me 
sufficient  to  condude,  that  all  the  power  c^  civil  govern- 
ment relates  only  to  men's  civil  interests,  is  confined 
to  the  care  of  the  things  of  this  world,  and  bath  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  world  to  come. 

Let  us  now  consider  what  a  church  is.  Ajchurch 
tiien  I  take  to  be  a  voluntary  society  of  men,  joining 
themsdives  together  of  their  own  aocc»vl  in  order  to  the 
public  worshi|^ng  of  God,  in  such  a  manner  as  they 
judge  acceptable  to  him,  and  effectual  to  the  salvation 
of  their  souls. 

I  say,  it  is  a  free  and  voluntary  society.  Nobody  is 
born  a  member  of  any  church ;  otherwise  the  religion 
of  pwents  would  descend  unto  children,  by  the  same 
right  of  inheritance  as  their  temporal  estates^  and  every 
one  would  hold  his  faith  by  the  same  tenure  he  does  his 
lands ;  than  which  nothing  can  be  imagined  more  ab- 
surd. Thus  therefore  that  matter  stands.  No  man  by 
nature  is  bound  unto  any  particular  church  or  sect,  but 
every  one  joins  himself  voluntarily  to  that  society  in 
which  he  believes  he  has  found  that  profession  and* 
worship  which  is  truly  acceptable  to  God.  The  hopes 
of  salvation,  as  it  was  the  only  cause  of  his  entrance 
into  that  communion,  so  it  can  be  the  only  reason  of 
his  stay  there.  For  if  afterwards  he  discover  any  thing 
either  erroneous  in  the  doctrine,  or  incongruous  in  the 
wordiip  of  that  society  to  which  he  has  joined  himself, 
why  should  it  not  be  as  free  for  him  to  go  out  as  it  was 
to  enter  ?  No  member  of  a  religious  society  can  be 
tried  with  any  other  bonds  but  what  proceed  iVom  the 
certain  expectation  of  eternal  life.  A  diurch  then  is  a 
society  of  members  voluntarily  uniting  to  this  end. 

It  foUaws  now  that  we  consider  what  is  the  power  of 

lis  chwoh,  and  unto  what  laws  it  is  sul^ect. 
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Foranmuch  as  no  society,  how  free  soever,  or  upon 
whatsoever  slight  occasion  instituted  (whether  of  phi- 
losophers for  learning,  of  merchants  for  commerce,  or 
of  men  of  leisure  for  mutual  conversation  and  discourse,) 
no  church  or  company,  I  say,  can  in  the  least  subsist 
and  hold  together,  but  will  presently  dissolve  and  break 
to  pieces,  unless  it  be  regulated  by  some  laws,  and  the 
members  all  consent  to  Observe  some  order.  Place  and 
time  of  meeting  must  be  agreed  on ;  rules  for  admit- 
ting  and  excluding  members  must  be  established :  dis- 
tinction of  officers,  and  putting  things  into  a  regular 
coiurse,  and  such  like,  cannot  be  omitted.  But  since 
the  joining  together  of  several  members  into  this 
church-society,  as  has  already  been  demonstrated,  is 
absolutely  free  and  spontaneous,  it  necessarily  follows, 
that  the  right  of  making  its  laws  can  belong  to  none 
but  the  society  itself,  or  at  least,  which  is  the  same 
thing,  to  those'  whom  the  society  by  common  consent 
has  authorised  thereunto. 

Some  perhaps  may  object,  that  no  such  society  can  be 
said  to  be  a  true  church,  unless  it  have  in  it  a  bishop, 
or  presbyter,  with  ruling  authority  derived  fit>m  the 
very  apostles,  and  continued  down  unto  the  present 
time  by  an  uninterrupted  succession* 

To  these  I  answer.  In  the  first  place.  Let  them  show 
me  the  edict  by  which  Christ  has  imposed  that  law  upon 
his  church.  And  let  not  any  man  think  me  imperti* 
nent,  if,  in  a  thing  of  this  consequence,  I  require  that 
the  terms  of  that  edict  be  very  express  and  positive. — 
For  the  promise  he  has  made .  us,  that  **  wheresoever 
^  two  or  three  are  gathered  together  in  his  name,  he 
^  will  be  in  the  midst  of  them,'*  Matth.  xviii.  20. 
seems  to  imply  the  contrary.  Whether  such  an  assem- 
bly want  any  thing  necessary  to  a  true  church,  pray  do 
you  consider.  Certain  I  am,  that  nothing  can  be  there 
wanting  unto  the  salvation  of  souls,  which  is  sufficient 
for  our  purpose. 

Next,  pray  observe  how  great  have  always  been  the 
divisions  amongst  even  those  who  lay  so  much  stress 
upon  the  divine  institution,  and  continued  succession  of 


A  Letter  coficermng  Toleration.  15 

a  certain  order  of  rulers  in  the  church.  Now  their  vei*y 
dissension  unavoidably  puts  us  upon  a  necessity  of  deli* 
berating,  and  consequently  allows  a  liberty  of  choosing 
that,  which  upon  consideration  we  prefer. 

And,  in  the  last  place,  I  consent  that  these  men  have 
a  ruler  of  their  church,  established  by  such  a  long  ae- 
ries of  succession  as  they  Judge  necessary,  provided  I 
may  have  liberty  at  the  same  time  to  join  myself  to  that 
society,  in  which  I  am  persuaded  those  things  are  to  be 
found  which  are  necessary  to  the  salvation  of  my  soul. 
In  this  manner  ecclesiastical  liberty  wiU  be  preserved 
on  all  sides,  and  no  man  will  have  a  legislator  imposed 
upon  him,  but  whom  himself  has  chosen. 

But  since  men  are  so  solicitous  about  the  true  church, 
I  would  only  ask  them  here  by  the  way,  if  it  be  not 
more  agreeable  to  the  Church  of  Christ  to  make  the 
conditions  of  her  communion  consist  in  such  things, 
and  such  things  only,  as  the  Holy  Spirit  has  in  the  Holy 
Scriptures  declared,  in  express  words,  to  be  necessary, 
to  salvation  ?  I  ask,  I  say,  whether  this  be  not  more 
agreeable  to  the  church  of  Christ,  than  for  men  to  im* 
pose  their  own  inventions  and  interpretations  upon 
others,  as  if  they  were  of  divine  authority ;  and  to  esta- 
blish by  ecclesiastical  laws,  as  absolutely  necessary  to 
the  profesG^on  of  Christianity,  such  things  as  the  Holy 
Scriptures  do  either  not  mention,  or  at  lest  not  ex- 
pressly command  ?  Whosoever  requires  those  things  in 
order  to  ecclesiastical  communion,  which  Christ  does 
not  require  in  order  to  life  eternal,  he  may  perhaps  in- 
deed constitute  a  society  accommodated  to  his  own 
opinion,  and  his  own  advantage ;  but  how  that  can  be 
called  the  church  of  Christ,  which  is  established  upon 
laws  that  are  not  his,  and  which  excludes  such  persons 
from  its  communion,  as  he '  will  one  day  receive  into 
the  kingdom  of  heaven,  I  understand  not  But  this 
being  not  a  proper  place  to  inquire  into  the  marks  of 
the  true  church,  I  will  only  mind  those  that  contend 
so  earnestly  for  the  decrees  of  their  own  society,  and 
that  cry  out  continually  the  church,  the  chubch, 
with  aa  much  noise,  and  perhaps  upon  the  same  prin- 
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mfle,  as  the  Ephesian  sihersmitiis  did  for  their  Diana ; 
this,  I  sny,  I  desire  to  mind  them  of,  that  the  Grospd 
Ik^equently  dedares,  that  the  true  disciples  of  Christ 
must  suffer  persecution  \  but  that  the  church  of  Christ 
sheidd  persecute  others,  and  force  others  by  fire  and 
8VM|fl^  to  embrace  her  faith  and  doctrine,  I  could  never 
yet  find  in  any  of  the  books  of  the  New  Testament. 

The  end  of  a  religious  society,  as  has  already  b^en 
said,  is  the  public  worship  o(  God,  and  by  means  thereof 
the*  a^uisition  of  eternal  life.  Ail  discipline  ought 
therefore  to  tend  to  that  end,  and  all  eqplesiastical  laws 
to  be;  thereunto  confined.  Nothing  ought,  nor  can  be 
transacted  in  this  society,  relating  to  the  possession  of 
eivil  and  worldly  goods.  No  force  is  here  to  be  made 
use  o^  ijpmi  any  occasion  whatsoever :  for  force  be* 
lengs  wholly  to  the  civil  magistrate,  and  the  possession 
of  all  outward  goods  is  subject  to  his  jurisdiction. 

But  it  may  be  asl^ed^by  what  means  then  shall  ecde- 
aiastical  laws  be  established,  if  they  must  be  thus  desti* 
tute  of  all  compulsive  power  ?  I  answer,  Uiey  must  be 
established  by  means  suitable  to  the  nature  of  such 
things,  whereof  the  external  profession  and  observation, 
if  not  proceeding  from  a  thorough  conviction  and  ap* 
probation  of  the  mind,  is  altogether  useless  and  unpro- 
fitable. The  arms  by  which  the  members  of  this  society 
ai^  to  be  kept  within  their  duty,  are  exhortations,  ad- 
monitions, and  advioe«  If  by  these  means  the  of- 
fenders will  not  be  reclaimed,  and  the  erroneous  con- 
vinced^ there  remains  nothing  farther  to  be  done,  but 
that  such  subbom  and  obstinate  persons,  who  give  no 
gfound  to  hope  for  their  reformation,  should  be  cast 
out  and  separated  from  the  society.  This  is  the  last 
and  utmost  force  of  ecclesiastical  authority :  no  other 
punishment  can  thereby  be  inflicted,  than  that  the  re- 
lation ceasing  between  the  body  and  the  member  Vhich 
is  cut  off,  the  p^^on  so  condemned  ceases  to  be  a  part 
of  that  church. 

These  things  being  thus  determined,  let  us  inquire 
in  the  next  place,  how  far  the  duty  of  Tderation  ex- 
tend9,  and  what  b  required  from  every  one  by  it. 
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And  first,  I  hold,  that  no  church  is  bound  bj  the 
duty  of  Toleration  to  retain  any  such  person  in  her 
bosom,  as  after  admonition  continues  obstinately  to 
offend  against  the  laws  of  the  society.  For  these  being 
the  condition  of  communion,  and  the  bond  of  societyj  if 
the  breach  of  them  were  permitted  without  any  animad^ 
version,  the  society  would  immediately  be  thereby  dis- 
solved. But  nevertheless  in  all  such  cases  care  is  to  be 
taken  that  the  sentence  of  excommunication,  and  the 
execution  thereof,  carry  with  it  no  rough  usage,  of  word 
or  action^  whereby  the  ejected  ))erson  may  any  ways  be 
damnified  in  body  or  estate.  For  all  force,  as  has  often 
been  said,  belongs  only  to  the  magistrate,  nor  ought  any 
private  persons,  at  any  time,  to  use  force;  unless  it  be 
in  self-defence  against  unjust  violence.  .  Excommuni-* 
cation  neither  does  nor  can  deprive  the  excommunicated 
person  of  any  of  those  civil  goods  that  he  formerly  pos- 
sessed. All  those  things  belong  to  the  civil  government, 
and  are  under  the  magistrate's  protection.  The  whole 
force  of  excommunication  consists,  only  in  this,  that 
the  resolution  of  the  society  in  that  respect  being  de- 
clared, the  union  that  was  between  the  body  and  some 
member,  conies  thereby  to  be  dissolved;  and  that  re- 
lation ceasing,  the  participation  of  some  certain  things 
which  the  society  communicated  to  its  members,  and 
unto  which  no  mdn  has  any  civil  right,  comes  also  to 
cease.  For  there  is  no  civil  injury  done  unto  the  ex- 
communicated person  by  the  church  minister's  refusing 
him  that  bi-ead  and  wine,  in  the  celebration  of  the 
Lord's  supper,  which  was  not  bought  with  his,  but  other 
men's  money. 

Secondly:  no  private  jierson  has  any  right  in  any 
manner  to  prejudice  another  person  in  his  civil  enjoy- 
ments, because  he  is  of  another  church  or  religion.  AH 
the  rights  and  franchises  that  belong  to  him  as  a  man, 
or  as  a  denison,  are  inviolably  to  be  preserved  to  him. 
These  are  not  the  business  of  religion.  No  violence 
nor  injury  is  to  be  offered  him,  whether  he  be  christian 
or  pagan.  Nay,  we  must  not  content  ourselves  with 
the  narrow  measures  of  bare  justice :  charity,  bounty^ 
and  liberality  must  be  added  to  it.     This  the  Gospel 

VOL.  r.  c 
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eiyoips,  this  reason  directs,  and  this  that  natural  feQow- 
ship  we  are  bprn  into  requires  of  us.  If  any  man  err 
^m  the  right  way,  it  is  his  own  misfortune,  no  injury 
to  thee:  nor  therefore  art  thou  to  punish  him  in  the 
things  of  this  life,  because  thou  supposest  he  will  be  mi- 
serable in  that  which  is  to  come. 

What  I  say  concerning  the  mutual  toleration  of  pri* 
vata  persons  differing  from  one  another  in  religion,  I  un- 
derstand also  of  particular  churches ;  which  stand  as  it 
Wfere  in  the  same  relation  to  each  other  as  private  per- 
sons among  themselves ;  nor  has  any  one  of  them  any 
manner  of  jurisdiction  over  any  other,  no  not  even  when 
the  civil  magistrate,  as  it  sometimes  happens,  comes,  to 
be  of  this  or  the  other  communion.  For  the  civil  govern* 
ment  can  give  no  new  right  to  the  church,  nor  the 
church  to  the  civil  government.  So  that  whether  the 
magistrate  join  himself  to  any  church,  or  separate  from 
it,  the  church  remains  always  as  it  was  before,  a  free 
and  voluntary  society.  It  neither  acquires  the  power  of 
the  sword  by  the  magistrate's  coming  to  it,  nor  does  it 
lose  the  right  of  instruction  and  excommunication  by  his 
going  from  it.  This  is  the  fundamental  and  immutable 
right  of  a  spontaneous  society,  that  it  has  to  remove  any 
of  its  members  who  transgress  the  rules  of  its  institu- 
tion :  but  it  cannot,  by  the  accession  of  any  new  mem- 
bers, acquire  any  right  of  jurisdiction  over  those  that  are 
not  joined  with  it.  And  therefore  peace,  equity,  and 
friendship,  are  always  mutually  to  be  observed  by  parti- 
cular churches,  in  the  same  manner  as  by  private  per- 
sons, without  any  pretence  of  superiority  or  jurisdiction 
over  one  another. 

That  the  thing  may  be  made  yet  clearer  by  an  exam- 
ple; let  us  suppose  two  churches,  the  one  of  armi- 
nians,  the  other  of  calvinists,  residing  in  the  city  of 
Constantinople.  Will  any  one  say,  that  either  of  these 
churchc^s  has  right  to  deprive  the  members  of  the  other 
of  their  estates  and  liberty,  as  we  see  practised  else- 
where, because  of  their  differing  from  it  in  some  doc- 
trines or  ceremonies;  whilst  the  Turks  in  the  mean 
while  silently  stand  by,  and  laugh  to  see  with  whi^t  in- 
human cruelty  christians  thus  rage  against  christians? 
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But  if  one  of  these  churches  hath  this  power  of  ^9^l)g 
the  Q^her  ill^  I  ask  which  of  them  it  is  to  whom  that 
power  beloDgs,  and  by  what  right?  It  wplbe  fmswered, 
undoubtedly,  that  it  is  the  orthodox  church  which  has 
the  right  of  authority  over  the  erroneous  or  heretical. 
This  is,  in  great  and  specious  words,  to  say  just  nothing 
at  all.  For  every  church  is  orthodox  (o  itself;  to  others, 
erroneous  or  heretical.  Whatsoever  any  church  belieyes^ 
it  believes  to  be  true;  and  the  contrary  thereunto  it  pro- 
nounces to  be  errour.  So  that  the  controversy  between 
these  churches  about  the  truth  of  their  dpctrines,  ^^d 
the  purity  of  their  worship,  is  on  both  sides  eqpal;  por 
is  there  any  judge,  either  at  Constantinople,  or  else- 
where upon  earthy  by  whose  sentence  it  can  be  deter- 
mined. The  decision  of  that  question  belongs  only  to 
the  Supreme  Judge  of  all  men,  to  whom  also  alone  1^- 
longs  the  punishment  of  the  erroneous.  In  the  pieai^ 
while,  let  those  men  coi^sider  how  heinously  thpy  sin, 
who,  adding  injustice,  if  not  their  errour,  yet  certainly 
to  their  pride,  do  rashly  and  arrogantly  take  upon  them 
to  misuse  the  servants  of  another  master,  who  are  not  at 
all  accountable  to  them. 

Nay,  further:  if  it  could  be  manifest  which  of  these 
two  dissenting  churches  were  in  th|e  right  way,  there 
would  not  accrue  thereby  unto  the  orthodox  any  right 
of  destroying  the  other.  For  churches  have  qeither  any 
jurisdiction  in  worldly  matters,  nor  are  fire  and  sword 
any  proper  instruments  wherewith  to  convince  n^en's 
minds  of  errour,  and  inform  them  of  the  truth.  Let  us 
suppose^  nevertheless,  that  the  civil  magistrate  is  in- 
clined to  favour  one  of  them^  and  to  put  his  sword  into 
their  hands,  that,  by  his  consent,  they  might  chastise 
the  dissenters  as  they  pleased.  WiU  any  man  say,  that 
any  right  can  be  derived  unto  a  christian  church,  over 
its  brethren,  from  a  Turkish  emperor?  An  infidel^  whp 
has  himself  no  authority  to  punish  christians  for  the 
articles  of  their  faith,  cannot  confer  3uch  an  authority 
upon  any  society  of  christians,  nor  give  unto  them  a 
right  which  he  has  not  himself.  This  would  be  the 
case  at  Constantinople.  And  the  reason  of  tbe  thing 
is  the  same  in  any  christian  kingdp^.    The  civil  pqwer 
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is  the  same  in  every  place :  nor  can  that  power^  in  the 
hands  of  a  christian  prince,  confer  any  greater  authority 
upon  the  church,  than  in  the  hands  of  a  heathen;  which 
is  to  say»  just  none  at  all. 

Nevertheless,  it  is  worthy  to  be  observed,  and  la- 
mented, that  the  most  violent  of  these  defenders  of  the 
truth,  the  opposers  of  errour,  the  exclaimers  against 
schism,  do  hardly  ever  let  loose  this  their  zeal  for  God, 
with  which  they  are  so  warmed  and  inflamed,  unless 
where  they  have  the  civil  magistrate  on  their  side.  But 
so  soon  as  ever  court-favour  has  given  them  the  better 
end  of  the  staff,  and  they  begin  to  feel  themselves  the 
stronger;  then  presently  peace  and  charity  are  to  be  laid 
aside:  otherwise,  they  are  religiously  to  be  observed. 
Where  they  have  not  the  power  to  carry  on  persecution, 
and  to  become  masters,  there  they  desire  to  live  upon 
fair  terms  and  preach  up  toleration.  When  they  are 
not  strengthened  with  the  civil  power,  then  they  can 
bear  most  patiently,  and  unmovedly,  the  contagion  of 
idolatry,  superstition,  and  heresy  in  their  neighbour- 
hood ;  of  which,  on  other  occasions,  the  interest  of  reli- 
gion makes  them  to  be  extremely  apprehensive.  They 
do  not  forwardly  attack  those  errours  which  are  in 
fashion  at  court,  or  are  countenanced  by  the  govern- 
ment. Here  they  can  be  content  to  spare  their  argu- 
ments: which  yet,  with  their  leave,  is  the  only  right 
method  of  propagating  truth ;  which  has  no  such  way 
of  prevailing,  as  when  strong  arguments  and  good  rea- 
son are  joined  with  the  softness  of  civility  and  good 
usage. 

No-body  therefore,  in  fine,  neither  single  persons, 
nor  churches,  nay,  nor  even  commonwealths,  have  any 
just  title  to  invade  the  civil  rights  and  worldly  goods  of 
each  other,  upon  pretence  of  religion.  Those  that  are 
of  another  opinion,  would  do  well  to  consider  with 
themselves  how  pernicious  a  seed  of  discord  and  war, 
how  powerful  a  provocation  to  endless  hatreds,  rapines, 
and  slaughters^  they  thereby  furnish  unto  mankind. 
No  peace  and  security,  no  not  so  much  as  common 
friendship,  can  ever  be  established  or  preserved  amongst 
men,  so  long  as  this  opinion  prevails  **  that  dominion 
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'^  is  founded  in  grace,  and  that  religion  is  to  be  propg* 
"  gated  by  force  of  arms." 

In  the  third  place:  Let  us  see  what  the  dutjr  of  tole- 
ration requires  from  those  who  are  distinguished  from 
the  rest  of  mankind,  from  the  laity,  as  they  please  to 
call  us,  by  some  ecclesiastical  character  and  office;^ 
whether  they  be  bishops,  priests,  presbyters,  ministers, 
or  however  else  dignified  or  distinguished.  It  is  not 
my  business  to  enquire  here  into  the  original  of  the 
power  or  dignity  of  the  clergy.  This  only  I  say,  that 
whencesoever  their  authority  be  sprung,  since  it  is  ec- 
clesiastical, it  ought  to  be  confined  within  the  bounds 
of  the  church,  nor  can  it  in  any  manner  be  extended  to 
civil  affairs ;  because  the  church  itself  is  a  thing  abso- 
lutely separate  and  distinct  from  the  commonwealth. 
The  boundaries  on  both  sides  are  fixed  and  immoveable. 
He  jumbles  heaven  and  earth  together,  the  things  most 
remote  and  opposite,  who  mixes  these  societies,  which 
are,  in  their  original,  end,  business,  and  in  every  thing, 
perfectly  distinct,  and  infinitely  different  from  each 
other.  No  man  therefore,  with  whatsoever  ecclesiasti- 
cal office  he  be  dignified,  can  deprive  another  man  that 
h  not  of  his  church  and  faith,  either  of  liberty,  or  of 
any  part  of  his  worldly  goods,  upon  the  account  of  that 
difference  which  is  between  them  in  religion.  For 
whatsoever  is  not  lawful  to  the  whole  church  cannot 
by  any  ecclesiastical  right,  become  lawful  to  any  of  its 
members. 

But  this  is  not  all.  It  is  not  enough  that  ecclesias- 
tical men  abstain  from  violence  and  rapine,  and  all 
manner  of  persecution.  He  that  pretends  to  be  a  suc- 
cessor of  the  apostles,  and  takes  upon  him  the  office  of 
teaching,  is  obliged  also  to  admonish  his  hearers  of  the 
duties  of  peace  and  good- will  towards  ail  men;  as  well 
towards  the  erroneous  as  the  orthodox ;  towards  those 
that  differ  from  them  in  faith  and  worship,  as  well  as 
towards  those  that  agree  with  them  therein :  and  he 
ought  industriously  to  exhort  all  men,  whether  private 
persons  or  magistrates,  if  any  such  there  be  in  his  church, 
to  charity,  meekness,  and  toleration ;  and  diligently  en- 
deavour to  allay  and  temper  all  that  heat^  and  unrea* 
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sbnable  aterseness  of  mind;  whlcll  either  any  man's 
fiery  zeal  for  his  own  sect,  or  the  craft  of  others,  has 
kindled  against  dissenters.  I  will  not  undertake  to  re- 
present fedw  happy  and  how  great  would  be  the  fruit, 
both  in  chiirfch  and  state,  if  the  pulpits  every-where 
sounded  with  this  doctrine  of  peace  and  toleration;  lest 
I  should  seem  to  reflect  too  severely  upon  those  meti 
whose  dignity  I  desire  not  to  detract  from,  nor  would 
have  it  diminished  either  by  others  or  themselves.  But 
this  I  say,  that  thus  it  ought  to  be.  And  if  any  one 
that  professes  himself  to  be  a  minister  of  the  word  of 
God,  a  preacher  of  the  gospel  of  peace,  teach  other- 
wise ;  he  either  understands  not,  or  neglects  the  busi- 
ness of  his  calling,  and  shall  one  day  give  account  there- 
of unto  the  Prince  of  Peace.  If  christians  are  to  be  ad- 
monished that  they  abstain  from  all  manner  of  revenge, 
even  after  repeated  provocations  and  multiplied  inju- 
ries ;  how  much  more  ought  they  who  suffer  nothing, 
who  have  had  no  harm  done  them,  to  forbear  violence, 
and  abstain  from  all  manner  of  ill  usage  towards  those 
from  whom  they  have  received  none  ?  This  caution  and 
temper  they  ought  certainly  to  use  towards  those  who 
hiind  only  their  own  business,  and  are  solicitous  for  no^* 
thing  but  that,  whatever  men  think  of  them,  they  may 
worship  God  in  that  manner  which  they  are  persuaded  is 
Acceptable  to  him,  and  in  which  they  have  the  strongest 
hopes  of  eternal  salvation.  In  private  domestic  affairs, 
in  the  management  of  estates,  in  the  conservation  of 
bodily  health,  every  man  may  consider  what  suits  his 
own  conveniency,  and  follow  what  course  he  likes  best. 
No  man  complains  of  the  ill  management  of  his  neigh- 
bour's affairs.  No  man  is  angry  with  another  for  an 
errour  committed  in  sowing  his  land,  or  in  marrying 
his  daughter.  No-body  corrects  a  spendthrift  for  con- 
suming his  substance  in  taverns.  Let  any  man  pull 
down,  or  build,  or  tnake  whatsoever  expences  he  pleases, 
no-body  murmurs,  no-body  controls  him;  he  has  his 
liberty.  But  If  any  man  do  not  frequent  the  church, 
if  he  do  not  there  conform  his  behaviour  exactly  to  the 
accustomed  ceremonies,  or  if  he  brings  ndt  his  child- 
ren to  be  initiated  in  the  sacred  mysteries  of  this  or 


A  Letter  concerning  Toleration^  flS 

die  other  congregation;  this  immediately  causes  an  tip- 
itiar,  and  the  neighbourhood  is  filled  with  noise  and  cla- 
mour. Every  one  is  ready  to  be  the  avenger  of  so  gr^at 
a  crime.  And  the  zealots  hardly  have  patience  to  re- 
frain from  violence  and  rapine^  so  long  till  the  cause  be 
beard,  and  the  poor  man  be,  according  to  form,  con- 
demned to  the  loss  of  liberty,  goods  or  life.  Oh  that  our 
ecclesiastical  orators,  of  every  sect,  would  apply  them- 
selves, with  all  the  strength  of  argument  that  they  are 
able,  to  the  confounding  of  men's  errours!  But  let  them 
spare  their  persons.  Let  them  not  supply  theit  want  of 
reasons  ^ith  the  instruments  of  force,  which  belong  \J0 
another  jurisdiction,  and  do  ill  become  a  churthnlan's 
hands.  Let  them  not  call  in  the  magistrate's  authority 
to  the  aid  of  their  eloaiience,  or  learning;  lest  perhaps, 
whilst  they  pretend  only  love  for  the  truth,  this  their 
intemperate  zeal,  breathing  nothing  but  fire  and  sword, 
betray  their  ambition,  and  show  that  what  they  desire 
is  temporal  dominion.  For  it  will  be  very  difficult  to 
persuade  men  of  sense,  that  he,  who  with  dry  eyes,  and 
satisfaction  of  mind,  can  deliver  his  brother  unto  the 
executioner,  to  be  burnt  alive,  does  sincerely  and  heartily 
concern  himself  to  save  that  brother  from  the  flames  of 
hell  in  the  world  to  come. 

In  the  last  place.  Let  us  now  consider  what  is  the 
magistrate's  duty  in  the  business  of  toleration :  which  is 
certainly  very  considerable. 

We  have  already  proved  that  the  care  of  souls  does 
not  belong  to  the  magistrate:  not  a  magisterial  care,  I 
mean,  if  I  may  so  call  it,  which  consists  in  prescribing 
by  laws,  and  compelling  by  punishments.  But  a  cha- 
ritable care,  which  consists  in  teaching,  admonishing, 
and  persuading,  cannot  be  denied  unto  any  man.  The 
care  therefore  of  every  man's  soul  belongs  unto  him- 
self, and  is  to  be  left  unto  himself.  But  what  if  he 
neglect  the  care  of  his  soul?  I  answer,  what  if  he  neglect 
the  care  of  his  health,  or  of  his  estate;  which  things 
are  nearlier  related  to  the  governmetit  of  the  magistrate 
than  the  other?  Will  the  magistrate  provide  by  an  ex- 
press law,  that  such  an  one  shall  not  become  poor  or 
^ick  ?    Laws  provide)  as  much  as  is  possible,  that  th^ 
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goods  and  health  of  subjects  be  not  injured  by  the  fraud 
or  violence  of  others ;  they  do  not  guard  them  from  the 
negligence  or  ill-husbandry  of  the  possessors  themselves. 
No  man  can  be  forced  to  be  rich  or  healthful,  whether 
he  will  or  no.  Nay  God  himself  will  not  save  men 
against  their  wills.  Let  us  suppose,  however,  that  some 
prince  were  desirous  to  force  his  subjects  to  accumulate 
riches,  or  to  preserve  the  health  and  strength  of  their 
bodies.  Shall  it  be  provided  by  law«  that  they  must 
consult  none  but  Roman  physicians,  and  shall  every  one 
be  bound  to  live  according  to  their  prescriptions  ?  What 
shall  no  potion,  no  broth,  be  taken,  but  what  is  pre- 
pared either  in  the  Vatican,  suppose^  or  in  a  geneva 
shop?  Or,  to  make  these  subjects  rich,  shall  they  all  be 
obliged  by  law  to  become  merchants,  or  musicians? 
Or,  shall  every  one  tura  victualler,  or  smith,  because 
there  are  some  that  maintain  their  families  plentifully, 
and  grow  rich  in  those  professions?  But  it  may  be  said, 
there  are  a  thousand  ways  to  wealth,  but  one  only  way 
to  heaven.  It  is  well  said  indeed,  especially  by  those 
that  plead  for  compelling  men  into  this  or  the  other 
way;  for  if  there  were  several  ways  that  lead  thither, 
there  would  not  be  so  much  as  a  pretence  left  for  com- 
pulsion. But  now,  if  I  be  marching  on  with  my  ut- 
most vigour,  in  that  way  which,  according  to  the  sa^ 
qred  geography,  leads  straight  to  Jerusalem;  why  am  I 
beaten  and  iU-used  by  others,  because,  perhaps,  I  wear 
not  buskins;  because  my  hair  is  not  of  the  right  cut ; 
because,  perhaps,  I  have  not  been  dipt  in  the  right  fa- 
shion; because  I  eat  flesh  upon  the  road,  or  some  other 
food  which  agrees  with  my  stomach;  because  I  avoid 
certain  by-ways,  which  seem  unto  me  to  lead  into  briars 
or  precipices;  because,  amongst  the  several  paths  that 
are  in  the  same  road,  I  choose  that  to  walk  in  which 
seems  to  be  the  straightest  and  cleanest;  because  I  avoid 
to  keep  company  with  some  travellers  that  are  less  grave, 
and  others  that  are  more  sour  than  they  ought  to 
be ;  or  in  fine,  because  I  follow  a  guide  that  either  is, 
or  is  not,  cloathed  in  white,  and  crowned  with  a  mitre? 
Certainly,  if  we  consider  rifjht,  we  shall  find  that  for  the 
most  part  they  are  such  frivolous  things  as  these,  that. 
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without  any  prejudice  to  religion  to  the  salvation  of 
souls,  if  not  accompanied  with  superstition  or  hypocrisy, 
might  either  be  observed  or  omitted ;  I  say,  they  are 
such  like  things  as  these,  which  breed  implacable  enmi- 
ties among  christian  brethren,  who  are  all  agreed  in  the 
substantial  and  truly  fundamental  part  of  religion. 

But  let  us  grant  unto  these  zealots,  who  condemn  all 
things  that  are  not  of  their  mode,  that  from  these  cir« 
cumstances  arise  different  ends.     What  shall  we  con- 
clude from  thence  ?    There  is  only  one  of  these  which 
is  the  true  w*ay  to  eternal  happiness.    But,  in  this  great 
variety  of  ways  that  men  follow,  it  is  still  doubted  which 
is  this  right  one.     Now  neither  the  care  of  the  com- 
monwealth, nor  the  right  of  enacting  laws,  does  dis- 
cover this  way  that  leads  to  heaven  more  certainly  to  the 
magistrate  than  every  private  man*s  search  and  study 
discovers  it  unto  himself.     I  have  a  weak  body,  sunk 
under  a  languishing  disease,  for  which,  I  suppose,  there 
is  only  one  remedy,  but  that  unknown.     Does  it  there- 
fore belong  unto  the  magistrate  to  prescribe  me  a  re- 
medy, because  there  is  but  one,  and  because  it  is  un- 
known ?  Because  there  is  but  one  way  for  me  to  escape 
deaths  will  it  therefore  be  safe  for  me  to  do  whatsoever 
the  magistrate  ordains  ?     Those  things  that  every  man 
ought  sincerely  to  inquu*e  into  himself,  and  by  medi- 
tation, study,  search,  and  his  own  endeavours,  attain 
the  knowledge  of,  cannot  be  looked  upon  as  the  pecu- 
liar profession  of  any  one  sort  of  men.     Princes  indeed 
are  born  superiour  unto  other  men  in  power,  but  in  na- 
ture equal.     Neither  the  right,  nor  the  art  of  ruling, 
does  necessarily  carry  along  with  it  the  certain  know- 
ledge of  other  things;  and  least  of  all  of  the  true  religion ; 
for  if  it  were  so,  how  could  it  come  to  pass  that  the 
lords  of  the  earth  should  differ  so  vastly  as  they  do  in 
religious  matters  ?  But  let  us  gi*ant  that  it  is  probable 
the  way  to  eternal  life  may  be  better  known  by  a  prince 
than  by  his  subjects ;  or  at  least,  that  in  this  inceititude 
of  things,  the  safest  and  most  commodious  way  for  pri- 
vate persons  is  to  follow  his  dictates.     You  will  say, 
what  then  ?     If  he  should  bid  you  follow  merchandize 
for  your  livelihood,  would  you  decline  that  course  for 
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fear  it  should  not  succeed  ?  I  answer^  I  would  turn  mer- 
chant ujioil  the  printers  command,  because  in  case  I 
should  have  ill  success  in  trade,*  he  is  abundflnlly  able 
to  make  up  my  loss  some  other  way.  If  it  be  true,  as 
he  pretends,  that  he  desires  I  should  thrire  and  grow 
rich,  he  can  set  me  Up  again  when  unsuccessful  voyages 
have  broke  me.  But  this  is  not  the  case,  in  the  things 
thdt  regfird  the  life  to  come.  If  there  I  take  a  wrong 
course,  if  in  that  respect  I  am  once  undone,  it  is  not 
in  the  magistrate's  power  to  repair  my  loss,  to  ease  my 
suffering,  or  to  restore  me  in  any  measure,  much  less) 
entirely  to  a  good  estate.  What  security  can  be  given 
for  the  kingdom  of  heaven  ? 

Perhaps  some  will  say,  that  they  do  not  suppose  this 
infallible  judgment  that  all  men  are  bound  to  follow  in 
the  affairs  of  religion,  to  be  in  the  civil  magistrate,  but 
in  the  church.  What  the  church  has  determined,  that 
the  civil  magistrate  orders  to  be  observed;  and  he  pro« 
vides  by  his  authority,  that  nobody  shall  either  act  or 
believe,  in  the  business  of  religion,  otherwise  than  the 
church  teaches ;  so  that  the  judgment  of  those  things  is 
in  the  church.  The  magistrate  himself  yields  obedi- 
ence thereunto,  and  requires  the  like  obedience  from 
others.  I  answer :  Who  sees  not  how  frequently  the 
name  of  the  church,  which  was  so  venerable  in  the  time 
of  the  apostles,  has  l)een  made  use  of  to  throw  dust  in 
people's  eyes,  in  following  ages  ?  But  however,  in  the 
present  case  it  helps  us  not.  The  one  only  narrow  way 
which  leads  to  heaven  is  not  better  known  to  the  magi- 
strate than  to  private  persons,  and  therefore  I  cannot 
safely  take  him  for  my  guide,  who  may  probably  be  as 
ignorant  of  the  way  as  myself,  and  who  certainly  is  less 
concerned  for  my  salvation  than  I  myself  am.  Amongst 
so  many  kings  of  the  jews,  how  many  of  them  were 
there  whom  any  Israelite,  thus  blindly  following,  had 
not  fallen  into  idolatry,  and  thereby  into  destruction  ? 
Yet  nevertheless,  you  bid  me  be  of  good  courage,  and 
tell  me  that  all  is  now  safe  and  secure,  because  the  ma- 
gistrate does  not  now  enjoin  the  observance  of  his  own 
decrees  in  matters  of  religion,  but  only  the  decrees  of 
the  church.     Of  what  chutx:h,  I  beseech  you  ?  Of  that 
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which  certainly  likes  himr  best.  As  if  he  that  compels 
me  by  laws  and  penalties  to  enter  into  this  or  the  other 
church,  did  not  interpose  his  own  judgment  in  the  mat- 
ter. What  difference  is  there  whether  he  lead  me  him"* 
self  or  deliver  me  over  to  be  led  by  others  ?  I  depend 
both  ways  upon  his  will,  and  it  is  he  that  determines 
both  ways  of  my  eternal  state.  Would  an  Israelite,  that 
had  Worshipped  Baal  upon  the  command  of  his  Icing, 
have  been  in  any  lietter  condition,  because  somebody 
had  told  him  that  the  king  ordered  nothing  in  religidn 
upon  his  own  head,  nor  commanded  any  thing  to  be 
done  by  his  subjects  in  divine  worship,  but  wliat  was 
approved  by  the  counsel  of  priests,  and  declared  to  be 
of  divine  right  by  the  doctors  of  the  church  ?  If  the 
religion  of  any  church  become  therefore  true  and  sav- 
ing, because  the  head  of  that  sect,  the  prelates  and 
priests,  and  those  of  that  tribe,  do  all  of  them,  with  all 
their  might,  extol  and  praise  it ;  what  religion  can  ever 
be  accounted  erroneous,  false  and  destructive?  I  am 
doubtful  concerning  the  doctrine  of  the  socinians,  I  atn 
suspicious  of  the  way  of  worship  practised  by  the  pa- 
pists or  lutherans ;  will  it  be  ever  a  jot  the  safer  for  me 
to  join  either  unto  the  one  or  the  other  of  those  churches, 
upon  the  magistrate's  command,  because  he  commands 
nothing  in  religion  but  by  the  authority  and  counsel  of 
the  doctors  of  that  church  ? 

But  to  sfieak  the  truth,  we  must  acknowledge  that 
the  church,  if  a  convention  of  clergymen,  making  ca- 
nons,  must  be  called  by  that  name,  is  for  the  most  part 
more  apt  to  be  influenced  by  the  court,  than  the  'Court 
by  the  church.  How  the  church  was  under  the  vicis- 
situde of  orthodox  and  arian  emperors  is  very  well 
known.  Or  if  those  things  be  too  remote,  our  modern 
English  history  affords  us  fresher  examples,  in  the  reigns 
of  Henry  VIII.  Edward  VI.  Mary,  and  Elizabeth,  hoi^ 
easily  and  smoothly  the  clergy  changed  their  decrees, 
their  articles  of  faith,  their  form  of  worship,  every 
thing,  according  to  the  inclination  of  those  kings  and 
queens.  Yet  were  those  kings  and  queens  of  such  dif- 
ferent minds,  in  points  of  religion,  and  enjoined  there- 
upon such  different  things^  that  no  man  in  his  wits^  I 
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had  almost  said  none  but  an  atheist,  will  presume  to  say 
that  any  sincere  and  upright  worshipper  of  GUxl  could, 
with  a  safe  conscience,  obey  their  several  decreA.  To 
conclude^  It  is  the  same  thing  whether  a  king  that  pre- 
scribes laws  to  another  man's  religion  pretend  to  do  it 
by  his  own  Judgment,  or  by  the  ecclesiastical  authority 
and  advice  of  otliers.  The  decisions  of  church*men, 
whose  differences  and  disputes  are  suflSciently  known, 
cannot  be  any  sounder,  or  safer  than  his :  nor  can  all 
their  suffrages  joined  together  add  any  new  strength 
unto  the  civil  power.  Though  this  also  must  be  taken 
notice  of  that  princes  seldom  have  any  regard  to  the 
suffrages  of  ecclesiastics  that  are  not  favourers  of  their 
own  faith  and  way  of  worship. 

But  after  all,  the  princi[ial  consideration,  and  which 
absolutely  determines  this  controversy,  is  this :  Although 
the  magistrate's  opinion  in  religion  be  sound,  and  the 
way  that  he  appoints  be  truly  evangelical,  yet  if  I  be 
not  thoroughly  persuaded  thereof  in  my  own  mind, 
there  will  be  no  safety  for  me  in  following  it.  No  way 
whatsoever  that  I  shall  walk  in  against  the  dictates  of 
my  conscience,  will  ever  bring  me  to  the  mansions  of 
the  blessed.  I  may  gi*ow  rich  by  an  art  that  1  take  not 
delight  in ;  I  may  be  cured  of  some  disease  by  remedies 
that  I  have  not  faith  in ;  but  I  cannot  be  saved  by  a 
religion  that  I  distrust,  and  by  a  worship  that  I  abhor. 
It  is  in  vain  for  an  unbeliever  to  take  up  the  outward 
show  of  another  man's  profession.  Faith  only,  and  in- 
ward sincerity,  are  the  things  that  procure  acceptance 
with  God.  The  most  likely  and  most  approved  remedy 
can  have  no  effect  upon  the  patient,  if  his  stomach  re- 
ject it  as  soon  as  taken ;  and  you  will  in  vain  cram  a 
medicine  down  a  sick  man's  throat,  which  his  particu* 
lar  constitution  will  be  sure  to  turn  into  poison.  In  a 
word ;  Whatsoever  may  be  doubtful  in  religion,  yet  this 
at  least  is  certain,  that  no  religion,  which  I  believe  not 
to  be  true,  can  be  either  true  or  profitable  unto  me.  In 
vain  therefore  do  princes  compel  their  subjects  to  come 
into  their  church-communion,  under  pretence  of  sav- 
ing their  souls.  If  they  believe,  they  will  come  of  their 
own  accord;  if  they  belieye  not,  their  coming  will 
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nothing  avail  them.  How  great  soever,  in  fine,  may  be 
the  pretence  of  good-will  and  charity,  and  concern  for 
the  salvation  of  men*s  souls,  men  cannot  be  forced  to  be 
saved  whether  they  will  or  no ;  and  therefore  when  all 
is  done,  they  must  be  left  to  their  own  consciences. 

Having  thus  at  length  freed  men  from  all  dominion 
over  one  another  in  matters  of  religion,  let  us  now  con- 
sider what  they  are  to  do.  All  men  know  and  acknow- 
ledge that  God  ought  to  be  publicly  worshipped.  Why 
otherwise  do  they  compel  one  another  unto  the  public 
assemblies  ?  Men  therefore  constituted  in  this  liberty  are 
to  enter  into  some  religious  society,  that  they  may  meet 
together,  not  only  for  mutual  edification,  but  to  own  t6 
the  world  that  they  worship  God,  and  offer  unto  his 
divine  majesty  such  service  as  they  themselves  are  not 
ashamed  of,  and  such  as  they  think  not  unworthy  of 
him,  nor  unacceptable  to  him ;  and  finally,  that  by  the 
purity  of  doctrine,  holiness  of  life,  and  decent  form  of 
worship,  they  may  draw  others  unto  the  love  of  the 
true  religion,  and  perform  such  other  things  in  religion 
as  cannot  be  done  by  each  private  man  apart. 

These  religious  societies  I  call  churches :  and  these  I 
say  the  magistrate  ought  to  tolerate.  For  the  business 
of  these  assemblies  of  the  people  is  nothing  but  what  is 
lawful  for  every  man  in  particular  to  take  care  of;  I 
mean  the  salvation  of  their  souls :  nor  in  this  case  is 
there  any  difference  between  the  national  church,  and 
other  separated  congregations. 

But  as  in  every  church  there  are  two  things  especially 
to  be  considered ;  the  outward  form  and  rites  of  wor- 
ship, and  the  doctrines  and  articles  of  faith ;  these 
things  must  be  handled  each  distinctly,  that  so  the 
whole  matter  of  toleration  may  the  more  clearly  be  un- 
derstood. 

Concerning  outward  worship,  I  say,  in  the  first  place, 
that  the  magistrate  has  no  power  to  enforce  by  law  ei- 
ther in  his  own  church,  or  much  less  in  another,  the 
use  of  any  rites  or  ceremonies  whatsoever  in  the  wor- 
ship of  God.  And  this,  not  only  because  these  churches 
are  free  societies,  but  l)ecause  Whatsoever  is  practised  in 
the  worship  of  Grod,  is  only  so  far  justifiable  as  it  is 
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believed  by  those  that  practise  it  to  be  acceptable  unto 
him.— -Whatsoever  is  not  done  with  that  assurance  of 
faith,  is  neither  well  in  itself,  nor  c^n  it  be  acceptable 
to  God.  To  impose  such  things  therefore  upon  any 
people,  contrary  to  their  own  judgmentj  is  in  effect  to 
command  them  to  offend  Qod ;  which,  considering  that 
the  end  of  all  religion  is  to  please  him,  and  that  liberty 
is  essentially  necessary  to  that  end,  appears  to  be  absurd 
beyond  expression. 

But  perhaps  it  may  be  concluded  from  hence,  that  I 
deny  unto  the  magistrate  all  manner  of  power  about  in- 
different things ;  which,  if  it  be  not  granted,  the  whole 
subject  matter  of  law-making  is  taken  away.  No,  J 
readily  grant  that  indifferent  things,  and  perhaps  none 
but  such,  are  subjected  to  the  legislative  power.  But 
it  does  not  therefore  follow,  that  the  magistrate  may  or- 
dain whatsoever  hepl  eases  concerning  any  thing  that  is 
indifferent.  The  public  good  is  the  rule  and  measure 
of  all  law-making.  If  a  thing  be  not  useful  to  the  com- 
monwealth, though  it  be  ever  so  indifferent,  it  may  not 
presently  be  established  by  law. 

But  further :  Things  ever  so  indifferent  in  their  own 
nature,  when  they  are  brought  into  the  church  and  wor- 
diip  of  God,  are  removed  out  of  the  reach  of  the  ma* 
gistrate's  jurisdiction,  because  in  that  use  they  have  no 
connection  at  all  with  civil  affairs.  The  only  business 
of  the  church  is  the  salvation  of  souls :  and  it  no  way$i 
concerns  the  commonwealth,  or  any  member  of  it,  that 
this  or  the  other  ceremony  be  there  made  use  of.  Nei- 
ther the  use,  nor  the  omission  of  any  ceremonies  in  those 
religious  assemblies,  does  either  advantage  or  prejudice 
the  life,  liberty,  or  estate  of  any  man.  For  example : 
Let  it  be  granted,  that  the  washing  of  an  infant  with 
water  is  in  itself  an  indifferent  thing.  Let  it  be  granted 
also,  that  if  the  magistrate  understand  such  washing  to 
be  profitable  to  the  curing  or  preventing  of  any  disease 
that  children  are  subject  unto,  and  esteem  the  matter 
weighty  enough  to  be  taken  care  of  by  a  law,  in  that  case 
he  may  order  it  to  be  done.  But  will  any  one  there- 
fore say,  that  the  magistrate  has  the  same  right  to  or- 
dain by  lawi  that  all  children  shall  be  baptised  by 
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priests  in  the  sacred  font,  in  order  to  the  purification 
of  their  souls  ?  The  extreme  difference  of  these  two 
cases  is  visible  to  every  one  at  first  sight.  Or  let  us  ap- 
p^y  the  last  case  to  the  child  of  a  jew,  and  the  thing 
will  speak  itself.  For  what  hinders  but  a  christian  ma- 
gistrate may  have  subjects  that  are  jews  ?  Now  if  ^e 
acknowledge  that  such  an  injury  may  pot  be  done  unto 
a  jew,  as  to  compel  him,  against  his  own  opinion^  to 
practise  in  his  religion  a  thing  that  is  in  its  nature  in- 
different, how  can  we  maintain  that  any  thing  of  this 
kind  may  be  done  to  a  christian  ? 

Again :  Things  in  their  own  nature  indifferent,  can- 
not, by  any  human  authority,  be  made  any  part  of  the 
worship  of  God,  for  this  very  reason,  because  they  are 
indifferent.  For  since  indifferent  things  are  not  capa« 
ble,  by  any  virtue  of  their  own,  to  propitiate  the  Deity ; 
no  human  power  or  authority  can  confer  on  them  so 
much  dignity  and  excellency  as  to  enable  them  to  do  it. 
In  the  common  affairs  of  life,  that  use  of  indifferent 
things  which  God  has  not  forbidden,  is  free  and  law- 
ful :  and  therefore  in  those  things  human  authority  has 
place.  But  it  is  not  so  in  matters  of  religion.  Things 
indifferent  are  not  otherwise  lawful  in  the  worship  of 
God  than  as  they  are  ipstituted  by  God  himself ;  and  as 
be,  by  some  positive  command,  has  ordained  them  to 
be  ipade  a  part  of  that  worship  which  he  will  vouch- 
safe to  accept  of  at  the  hands  of  poor  sinful  men.  Nor 
when  an  ipcensed  Deity  shall  ask  us,  "  Who  has  re« 
'^  quired  these  or  such  like  things  at  your  hands  ? "  will 
it  be  enough  to  answer  him,  that  the  magistrate  com- 
manded them.  If  civil  jurisdiction  extended  thus  far, 
what  might  not  lawfully  be  introduced  into  religion  ? 
What  hodge-podge  of  ceremoniesj  what  superstitious 
inventions,  built  upon  the  magistrate's  authority,  might 
not,  against  conscience,  be  imposed  upon  the  worship- 
pers of  God  ?  For  the  greatest  part  of  these  ceremonies 
and  superstitions  consists  in  the  religious  use  of  such 
things  as  are  in  their  own  nature  indifferent :  nor  are 
they  sinful  upon  any  other  account,  than  because  God 
is  not  the  authpr  of  them.  The  sprinkling  of  water, 
and  use  of  bread  and  wine,  are  both  in  their  own  tia- 
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ture,  and  id  the  ordinary  occasions  of  life,  altogether 
indifferent.  Will  any  man  therefore  say  that  these 
things  could  have  been  introduced  into  religion,  and 
made  a  part  of  divine  worship,  if  not  by  divine  institu- 
tion ?  If  any  human  authority  or  civil  power  could  have 
done  this,  why  might  it  not  also  enjoin  the  eating  of 
fish,  and  drinking  of  ale,  in  the  holy  banquet,  as  a  part 
of  divine  worship  ?  Why  not  the  sprinkling  of  the  blood 
of  beasts  in  churches,  and  expiations  by  water  or  fii^e, 
and  abundance  more  of  this  kind?  But  these  things, 
how  indifferent  soever  they  be  in  common  uses,  when 
they  come  to  be  annexed  unto  divine  worship,  without 
divine  authority,  they  are  as  abominable  to  God,  as  the 
sacrifice  of  a  dog.  And  why  a  dog  so  abominable  ? 
What  difference  is  there  between  a  dog  and  a  goat,  iu 
respect  of  the  divine  nature,  equally  and  infinitely  dis- 
tant from  all  affinity  with  matter ;  unless  it  be  that  God 
required  the  use  of  the  one  in  his  worship,  and  not  of 
the  other?  We  see  therefore  that  indifferent  things, 
how  much  soever  they  be  under  the  power  of  the  civil 
magistrate,  yet  cannot  upon  that  pretence  be  intro- 
duced into  religion,  and  imposed  upon  religious  assem- 
blies ;  because  in  the  worship  of  God  they  wholly  cease 
to  be  indifferent.  He  that  woi*ships  God  does  it  with 
design  to  please  him  and  procure  his  favour.  But  that 
cannot  be  done  by  him,  who,  upon  the  command  of 
another,  offers  unto  God  that  which  he  knows  will  be 
displeasing  to  him,  because  not  commanded  by  himself. 
This  is  not  to  please  God,  or  appease  his  wrath,  but 
willingly  and  knowingly  to  provoke  him,  by  a  manifest 
contempt ;  which  is  a  thing  absolutely  repugnant  to  the 
nature  and  end  of  worship. 

But  it  will  here  be  asked :  If  nothing  belonging  to 
divine  worship  be  left  to  human  discretion,  how  is  it 
then  that  churches  themselves  have  the  power  of  order- 
ing any  thing  about  the  time  and  place  of  woi*ship,  and 
the  like  ?  To  this  I  answer ;  that  in  religious  worship 
we  must  distinguish  between  what  is  part  of  the  wor- 
ship itselC  and  what  is  but  a  circumstance.  That  is  a 
pa];t  of  the  worship  which  is  believed  to  be  appointed 
by  God,  and  to  be  well  pleasing  to  him ;  and  therefore 
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that  is  necessary.     Circumstances  are  such  things  which 
though  in  general  they  cannot  he  separated  from  wor* 
ship»    yet  the  particular  instances  or  modifications  of 
them  are  not  determined  ;  and  therefore  they  are  indif- 
ferent.    Of  this  sort  are  the  time  and  place  of  worship, 
the  habit  and  posture  of  him  that  worships;     These  are 
circumstances,  and  perfectly  indifferent,  where  God  has 
not  given  any  express  command  about  them.     For  ex- 
ample :  Amongst  the  Jews,  the  time  and  place  of  then* 
worship,  and  the  habits  of  those  that  officiated  in  it, 
were  not  mere  circumstances,  but  a  part  of  the  wor- 
ship itself ;  in  which  if  any  thing  were  defective,  or 
different  from  the  institution,  they  could  not  hope  that 
it  would  be  accepted  by  God.     But  these,  to  christians 
under  the  liberty  of  the  gospel,  are  mere  circumstances 
of  worship  which  the  prudence  of  every  church  may 
faring  into  such  use  as  shall  be  judged  most  subservient 
to  the  end  of  order,  decency,  and  edification.     Though 
even  under  the  gospel  also,  those  who  believe  the  first, 
or  the  seventh  day  to  be  set  apart  by  God,  and  conse- 
crated still  to  his  worship ;    to  .  them  that  portion  of 
tiine  is  not  a  simple  circumstance,    but   a   real    part 
of  divine  worship,  which  can  neither  be  changed  nor 
neglected. 

In  the  next  place :  As  the  magistrate  has  no  power  to 
impose  by  his  laws  the  use  of  any  rites  and  ceremonies 
in  any  church,  so  neither  has  he  any  power  to  forbid 
the  use  of  such  rites  and  ceremonies  as  are  already  re- 
ceived, approved,  and  practised  by  any  church:  be- 
cause if  he  did  so,  he  would  destroy  the  church  itself; 
the  end  of  whose  institution  is  only  to  worship  God 
with  freedom,  after  its  own  manner. 

You  will  say,  by  this  rule,  if  some  congregations 
should  have  a  mind  to  sacrifice  infants,  or,  as  the  pri- 
mitive christians  were  falsely  accused,  lustfully  pollute 
themselves  in  promiscuous  uncleanness,  or  practise  any 
other  such  heinous  enormities,  is  the  magistrate  obliged 
to  tolerate  them,  because  they  are  committed  in  a  reli- 
gious assembly  ?  I  answer.  No.  These  things  are  not 
lawful  in  the  ordinary  course  of  life,  nor  in  any  private 
house ;  and  therefore  neither  are  they  so  in  the  worship 
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of  Godt  or  in  any  religious  meeting.  But  indeed  if 
anj  people  congr^ated  upon  account  of  religion,  should 
be  desirous  to  sacrifice  a  calf,  I  deny  that  that  ought  to 
be  prohibited  by  a  law.  Meliboeus,  who^e  calf  it  is, 
may  lawfully  kill  his  calf  at  home,  and  burn  any  part 
of  it  that  he  thinks  fit.  For  no  injury  is  thereby  done 
to  any  one,  no  prejudice  to  another  man's  goods.  And 
for  the  same  reason  he  may  kill  his  calf  also  in  a  reli- 
gious meeting.  Whether  the  doing  so  be  well-pleasing 
to  Grod  or  no,  it  is  their  part  to  consider  that  do  it.— 
The  part  of  the  magistrate  is  only  to  take  care  that  the 
commonwealth  receive  no  prejudice,  and  that  there  be 
no  injury  done  to  any  man  either  in  life  or  estate.  And 
thus  what  may  be  spent  on  a  feast  may  be  spent  on  a 
sacrifice.  But  if  peradventure  such  were  the  state  of 
things  that  the  interest  of  the  comtnonwealth  required 
all  slaughter  of  beasts  should  be  forbom  for  some  while, 
in  order  to  the  increasing  of  the  stock  of  cattle,  that 
had  been  destroyed  by  some  extraordinary  murrain;  who 
sees  not  that  the  magistrate,  in  such  a  case,  may  forbid 
all  his  subjects  to  kill  any  calves  for  any  use  whatso- 
ever ?  Only  it  is  to  be  observed,  that  in  this  case  the 
law  is  not  made  about  a  religious,  but  a  political  mat- 
ter :  nor  is  the  sacrifice,  but  the  slaughter  of  calves 
thereby  prohibited. 

By  this  we  see  what  difierence  there  is  between  the 
church  and  the  commonwealth.  Whatsoever  is  lawful 
in  the  commonwealth,  cannot  be  prohibited  by  the  ma- 
gistrate in  the  church.  Whatsoever  is  permitted  unto 
any  of  his  subjects  for  their  ordinary  use,  neither  can 
nor  ought  to  be  forbidden  by  him  to  any  sect  of  people 
for  their  religious  uses.  If  any  man  may  lawfully  take 
bread  or  wine,  either  sitting  or  kneeling,  in  his  own 
house,  the  law  ought  not  to  abridge  him  of  the  same 
liberty  in  his  religious  worship  ;  though  in  the  church 
the  use  of  bread  and  wine  be  very  different,  and  be  therc 
applied  to  the  mysteries  of  faith,  and  rites  of  divine 
worship.  But  those  things  that  are  prejudicial  to  the 
commonwealth  of  a  people  in  their  ordinary  use,  and  are 
therefore  forbidden  by  laws,  those  things  ought  not  to 
be  permitted  to  churches  in  their  sacred  rites.    Only 
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the  magistrste  ought  always  to  be  very  careflil  that  he, 
do  not  misuse  his  authority,  to  the  oppression  of  any 
church  under  pretence  of  public  good. 

It  may  be  said,  what  if  a  church  be  idolatrous,  is 
that  also  to  be  tolerated  by  the  magistrate?    In  answer, 
I  ask,  what  power  can  be  given  to  the  magistrate  for 
the  suppression  of  an  idolatrous  church,  which  may  not, 
in  time  and  place,  be  made  use  of  to  the  ruin  of  an  or^^ 
thodox  one  ?    For  it  must  be  remembered,  that  the  civil 
power  is  the  same  every  where,    and  the  religion  of 
every  prince  is  orthodox  to  himself.    If  therefore  such  a 
power  be  granted  unto  the  civil  magistrate  in  spirituals, 
as  that  at  Geneva,  for  example ;  he  may  extirpate,  by 
violence  and  blood,    the  religion  which  is  there  re* 
puted  idolatrous ;  by  the  same  rule,  another  magistrate, 
in  some  neighbouring   country,   may  oppress  the  re- 
formed religion;    and  in  India,   the  christian.      The 
dvil  power  can  either  change  every  thing  in  religion^ 
according  to  the  prince's  pleasure,  or  it  can  change  no- 
thing.    If  it  be  once  permitted  to  introduce  any  thing 
into  religion  by  the^means  of  laws  and  penalties,  there 
can  be  no  bounds  put  to  it ;  but  it  will  in  the  same 
manner  be  lawful  to  alter  every  thing,  according  to  that 
rule  of  truth  which  the  magistrate  has  framed  unto 
himself.     No   man  whatsoever  ought  therefore  to  be 
deprived  of  his  terrestrial  enjoyments,  upon   account 
of  his  religion.     Not  even  Americans^  subjected  unto 
a  christian  prince,  are  to  be  punished  either  in  body  or 
goods  for  not   embracing  our  faith  and  worship.      If 
they  are  persuaded  that  they  please  God  in  observing 
the  rites  of  their  own  country,  and  that  they  shall  ob- 
tain happiness  by  that  means,  they  are  to  be  left  unto 
God  and  themselves.     Let  us  trace  this  matter  to  the 
bottom.     Thus  it  is  :  an  inconsiderable  and  weak  num- 
ber of  christians,  destitute  of  every  thing,  arrive  in  a 
pagan  country;  these  foreigners  beseech  the  inhabit- 
ants, by  the  bowels  of  humanity,  that  they  would  sue* 
cour  them  with  the  necessaries  of  life ;  those  necessaries 
are  given  them,  habitations  are  granted,  and  they  all 
join  together  and  grow  up  into  one  body  of  people* 
The  christian  religion  by  this  tneans  takes  root  in  that 
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country,  and  spreads  itself ;  but  does  not  suddenly  grow 
the  strongest.  While  things  are  in  this  condition, 
peace,  friendship,  faith,  and  equal  justice,  are  pre- 
served amongst  them.  At  length  the  magistrate  be- 
comes a  christian,  and  by  that  means  their  party  be- 
comes the  most  powerful.  Then  immediately  all  com- 
pacts are  to  be  broken,  all  civil  rights  to  be  violated, 
that  idolatry  may  be  extirpated :  and  unless  these  inno- 
cent pagans,  strict  observers  of  the  rules  of  equity  and 
the  law  of  nature,  and  no  ways  offending  against  the 
laws  of  the  society,  I  say  unless  they  will  forsake  their 
ancient  religion,  and  embrace  a  new  and  strange  one, 
they  are  to  be  turned  out  of  the  lands  and  possessions 
of  their  forefathers,  and  perhaps  deprived  of  life  itself. 
Then  at  last  it  appears  what  zeal  for  the  church,  joined 
with  the  desire  of  dominion,  is  capable  to  produce: 
and  how  easily  the  pretence  of  religion,  and  of  the  care 
of  souls,  serves  for  a  doak  to  covetousness,  rapine,  and 
ambition. 

Now  whosoever  maintains  that  idolatry  is  to  be  root- 
ed out  of  any  place  by  laws,  punishments,  fire,  and 
sword,  may  apply  this  story  to  himself.  For  the  rea- 
son of  the  thing  is  equal,  both  in  America  and  Europe. 
And  neither  pagans  there,  nor  any  dissenting  christians 
here,  can  with  any  right  be  deprived  of  their  worldly 
goods,  by  the  predominating  faction  of  a  court-church ; 
nor  are  any  civil  rights  to  be  either  changed  or  violat* 
ed  upon  account  of  religion  in  one  place  more  than 
another. 

But  idolatry,  say  some,  is  a  sin,  and  therefore  not  to 
be  tolerated.  If  they  said  it  were  therefore  to  be  avoid- 
ed, the  inference  were  good.  But  it  does  not  follow, 
that  because  it  is  a  sin  it  ought  therefore  to  be  punished 
by  the  magistrate.  For  it  does  not  belong  unto  the  ma- 
gistrate to  make  use  of  his  sword  in  punishing  every 
thing,  indifferently,  that  he  takes  to  be  a  sin  against 
God.  Covetousness,  uncharitableness,  idleness,  and 
many  other  things  are  sins,  by  the  consent  of  all  men, 
which  yet  no  man  ever  said  were  to  be  punished  by  the 
magistrate.  The  reason  is,  because  they  are  not  preju- 
dicul  to  other  men^s  rights,  nor  do  they  break  the  pub- 
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lie  peace  of  societies.  Nay,  even  the  sins  of  lying  and 
perjury  are  no  where  punishable  by  laws;  unless  in 
certain  cases,  in  which  the  real  turpitude  of  the  thing 
and  the  offence  against  God,  are  not  considered,  but 
only  the  injury  done  unto  men's  neighbours^  and  to  the 
commonwealth.  And  what  if  in  another  country,  to  a 
mahometan  or  a  pagan  prince,  the  christian  religion 
seem  false  and  offensive  to  God ;  may  not  the  christians 
for  the  same  reason,  and  after  the  same  manner,  be 
extirpated  there  ? 

But  it  may  be  urged  farther,  that  by  the  law  of  Mo- 
ses, idolaters  were  to  be  rooted  out.  True  indeed,  by 
the  law  of  Moses ;  but  that  is  not  obligatory  to  us  chris- 
tians. Nobody  pretends  that  every  thing,  generally, 
enjoined  by  the  law  of  Moses,  ought  to  be  practised  by 
christians.  But  there  is  nothing  more  frivolous  than 
that  common  distinction  of  moral,  judicial,  and  cere- 
monial law,  which  men  ordinarily  make  use  of.  For 
no  positive  law  whatsoever  can  oblige  any  people  but 
those  to  whom  it  is  given.  "  Hear,  O  Israel,"  suffici- 
ently restrains  the  obligation  of  the  law  of  Moses  only 
to  that  people.  And  this  consideration  alone  is  answer 
enough  unto  those  that  urge  the  authority  of  the  law  of 
Moses,  for  the  inflicting  of  capital  punishments  upon 
idolaters.  But  however,  I  will  examine  this  argument 
a  little  more  particularly. 

The  case  of  idolaters  in  respect  of  the  Jewish  com- 
monwealth, falls  under  a  double  consideration.  The 
first  is  of  those,  who,  being  initiated  into  the  Mosaical 
rites,  and  made  citizens  of  that  commonwealth,  did 
afterwards  apostatize  from  the  worship  of  the  God  of 
Israel.  These  were  proceeded  against  as  traitors  and 
rebels,  guilty  of  no  less  than  high  treason ;  for  the  com- 
monwealth of  the  jews,  different  in  that  from  all  others, 
was  an  absolute  theocracy:  nor  was  there,  or  could 
there  be,  any  difference  between  that  commonwealth 
and  the  church.  The  laws  established  there  concerning 
the  worship  of  one  invisible  deity,  were  the  civil  laws 
of  that  people,  and  a  part  of  their  political  govern- 
ment, in  which  God  himself  was  the  legislator.  Now 
if  any  one  caq  show  m^  where  there  is  a  commonwealth, 
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at  this  time,  constituted  upon  that  foundation^  I  will 
acknowledge  that  the  ecclesiastical  laws  do  there  un- 
avoidably become  a  part  of  the  civil ;  and  that  the  sub- 
jects of  that  government  both  may,  and  ought  to  be 
kept  in  strict  conformity  with  that  church,  by  the  civil 
power.  But  there  is  absolutely  no  such  thing,  under 
the  gospel,  as  a  christian  commonwealth.  There  are, 
indeed,  many  cities  and  kingdoms  that  have  embraced 
the  faith  of  Christ,  but  they  have  retained  their  ancient 
forms  of  government ;  wdth  which  the  law  of  Christ 
hath  not  at  all  meddled.  He,  indeed,  hath  taught  men 
how,  by  faith  and  good  works,  they  may  attain  eternal 
life.  But  he  instituted  no  commonwealth.  He  pre- 
scribed unto  his  followers  no  new  and  peculiar  form  of 
government,  nor  put  he  the  sword  into  any  magistrate's 
hand,  with  commission  to  make  use  of  it  in  forcing  men 
to  forsake  their  former  religion,  and  receive  his. 

Secondly,  Foreigners,  and  such  as  were  strangers  to 
the  commonwealth  of  Israel,  were  not  compelled  by 
force  to  observe  the  rites  of  the  Mosaical  law.  But,  on 
the  contrary,  in  the  very  same  place  where  it  is  ordered 
*'  that  an  Israelite  that  was  an  idolater  should  be  put  to 
*^  death,  there  it  is  provided  that  strangers  should  not 
**  be  vexed  nor  oppressed,"  Exod.  xxii.  21.  I  confess 
that  the  seven  nations  that  possessed  the  land  which 
was  promised  to  the  Israelites,  were  utterly  to  be  cut 
off.  But  this  was  not  singly  because  they  were  idola- 
ters ;  for  if  that  had  been  the  reason,  why  were  the  Mo- 
abites  and  other  nations  to  be  spared  ?  No ;  the  reason 
is  this.  God  being  in  a  peculiar  manner  the  king  of 
the  jew  s,  he  could  not  suffer  the  adoration  of  any  other 
deity,  which  was  properly  an  act  of  high  treason  against 
himself,  in  the  land  of  Canaan,  which  was  his  king- 
dom ;  for  such  a  manifest  revolt  could  no  ways  consist 
with  his  dominion,  which  was  perfectly  political,  in 
that  country.  All  idolatry  was  therefore  to  be  rooted 
out  of  the  bounds  of  his  kingdom ;  becaqse  it  was  an 
acknowledgment  of  another  God,  that  is  to  say,  an- 
othei*  king,  against  the  laws  of  empire.  The  inhabit- 
ants were  also  to  be  driven  out,  that  the  entire  posses* 
sion  of  the  land  might  be  given  to  the  Israelites.    And 
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ibr  the  like  reason  the  Emims  and  the  Horims  were 
driven  out  of  their  countries  by  the  children  of  Esau 
and  Lot ;  and  their  lands,  uiK>n  the  same  grounds^  given 
by  God  to  the  invaders,  Deut.  ii.  IS.  But  though  all 
idolatry  was  thus  rooted  out  of  the  land  of  Canaan,  yet 
every  idolater  was  not  brpught  to  execution.  The  whole 
fiunUy  of  Rahab,  the  whole  nation  of  the  Gibeonites, 
articled  with  Joshua,  and  were  allowed  by  treaty :  and 
there  were  many  captives  amongst  the  jews,  who  were 
idolaters.  David  and  Solomon  subdued  many  countries 
without  the  confines  of  the  Land  of  Promise,  and  car- 
ried their  conquests  as  far  as  Euphrates.  Amongst  so 
many  captives  taken  of  so  many  nations  reduced  un- 
der their  obedience,  we  find  not  one  man  forced  into 
the  Jewish  religion,  and  the  worship  of  the  true  God, 
and  punished  for  idolatry,  though  all  of  them  were 
certainly  guilty  of  it.  If  any  one  indeed,  becoming  a 
proselyte,  desired  to  be  made  a  denison  of  their  com- 
monwealth, he  was  obliged  to  submit  unto  their  laws ; 
that  is,  to  embrace  their  religion.  But  this  he  did 
willingly,  on  his  own  accord,  not  by  constraint.  He 
did  not  unwillingly  submit  to  show  his  obedience ;  but 
he  sought  and  solicited  for  it,  as  a  privilege;  and  as 
soon  as  he  was  admitted,  he  became  subject  to  the  laws 
of  the  commonwealth,  by  which  all  idolatry  was  for- 
bidden within  the  borders  of  the  land  of  Canaan.  But 
that  law,  as  I  have  said,  did  not  reach  to  any  of  those 
regions,  however  subjected  unto  the  jews  that  were^ 
situated  without  those  bounds. 

Thus  far  concerning  outward  worship.  Let  us  now 
consider  articles  of  faith. 

The  articles  of  religion  are  some  of  them  practical, 
and  some  speculative.  Now,  though  both  sorts  consist 
in  the  knowledge  of  truth,  yet  these  terminate  simply 
in  the  understanding,  those  influence  the  will  and  man- 
ners. Speculative  opinions,  therefore,  and  articles  of 
faith,  as  they  are  called,  which  are  required  only  to  be 
believed,  cannot  be  imposed  on  any  church  by  the  law 
of  the  land ;  for  it  is  absurd  that  things  should  be  en- 
joined by  laws,  which  are  not  in  men's  power  to  per-i 
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form ;  and  to  believe  this  or  that  to  be  true,  does  not 
depend  upon  our  will.  But  of  this  enough  has  been 
said  already.  But,  will  some  say,  let  men  at  least  pro* 
less  that  they  believe.  A  sweet  religion,  indeed,  that 
obliges  men  to  dissemble,  and  tell  lies  both  to  God  and 
man,  for  the  salvation  of  their  souls !  If  the  magistrate 
thinks  to  save  men  thus,  he  seems  to  understand  little 
of  the  way  of  salvation ;  and  if  he  does  it  not  in  order 
to  save  them,  why  is  he  so  solicitous  about  the  articles 
of  faith,  as  to  enact  them  by  a  law  ? 

Further,  The  magistrate  ought  not  to  forbid  the 
preaching  or  professing  of  any  speculative  opinions  in 
any  church,  because  they  have  no  manner  of  relation 
to  the  civil  rights  of  the  subjects.  If  a  roman  catholic 
believe  that  to  be  really  the  body  of  Christ,  which  an- 
other man  calls  bread,  he  does  no  injury  thereby  to  his 
neighbour.  If  a  jew  does  not  believe  the  New  Testa-* 
nient  to  be  the  word  of  God,  he  does  not  thereby  alter 
any  thing  in  men's  civil  rights.  If  a  heathen  doubt  of 
both  Testaments,  he  is  not  therefore  to  be  punished  as 
a 'pernicious  citizen.  The  power  of  the  magistrate,  and 
the  estates  of  the  people,  may  be  equally  secure,  whe- 
ther any  man  believe  these  things  or  no.  I  readily 
grant,  that  these  opinions  are  false  and  absurd.  But 
the  business  of  laws  is  not  to  provide  for  the  truth  of 
opinions,  but  for  the  safety  and  security  of  the  com- 
monwealth, and  of  every  particular  man's  goods  and 
person.  And  so  it  ought  to  be;  for  truth  certainly 
would  do  well  enough,  if  she  were  once  made  to  shift 
for  herself.  She  seldom  has  received,  and  I  fear  never 
will  receive,  much  assistance  from  the  power  of  great 
men,  to  whom  she  is  but  rarely  known,  and  more  rarely 
welcome.  She  is  not  taught  by  laws,  nor  has  she  any 
need  of  force  to  procure  her  entrance  into  the  minds 
of  men.  Errours  indeed  prevail  by  the  assistance  of 
foreign  and  borrowed  succours.  But  if  truth  makes  not 
her  way  into  the  understanding  by  her 'own  light,  she 
will  |je  but  the  weaker  for  any  borrowed  force  violence 
can  add  to  her.  Thus  much  for  speculative  opinions. 
Let  us  now  proceed  to  the  practical  ones. 
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A  good  life,  in  which  consists  not  the  least  part  of 
religion  and  true  piety,  concerns  also  the  civil  govern- 
ment :  and  in  it  lies  the  safety  both  of  men's  souls  and 
of  the  'commonwealth.  Moral  actions  belong  there- 
fore to  the  jurisdiction  both  of  the  outward  and  inward 
court ;  both .  of  the  civil  and  domestic  governor ;  *  I 
mean,  both  of  the  magistrate  and  conscience.  Here 
therefore  is  great  danger,  lest  one  of  these  jurisdictions 
intrench  upon  the  other,  and  discord  arise  betwen  the 
keeper  of  the  public  peace  and  the  overseers  of  souls. 
But  if  what  has  been  already  said  concerning  the  limits 
of  both  these  governments  be  rightly  considered,  it  will 
easily  remove  all  diflBculty  in  this  matter. 

Every  man  has  an  immortal  soul,  capable  of  eternal 
happiness  or  misery ;  whose  happiness  depending  upon 
his  believing  and  doing  those  things  in  this  life,  which 
are  necessary  to  the  obtaining  of  God's  favour,  and  are 
prescribed  by  God  to  that  end.     It  follows  from  thence, 
first,  that  the  observance  of  these  things  is  the  highest 
obligation  that  lies  upon  mankind,  and  that  our  utmost 
care,  application,  and  diligence,  ought  to  be  exercised 
in  the  search  and  performance  of  them ;  because  there 
is  nothing  in  this  world  that  is  of  any  consideration  in 
comparison  with  eternity.      Secondly,  that  seeing  one 
man  does  not  violate  the  right  of  another,  by  his  erro- 
neous opinions,  and  undue  manner  of  worship,  nor  is 
his  perdition  any  prejudice  to  another  man's  affairs; 
therefore  the  care  of  each  man's  salvation  belongs  only 
to  himself.     But  I  would  not  have  this  understood,  as 
if  I  meant  hereby  to  condemn  all  charitable  admoni- 
tions, and  affectionkte  endeavours  to  reduce  men  from 
errours ;  which  are  indeed  the  greatest  duty  of  a  chris- 
tian.    Any  one  may  employ  as  many  exhortations  and 
ailments  as  he  pleases,  towards  the  promoting  of  an- 
other man's  salvation.     But  all  force  and  compulsion  are 
to  be  forbom.     Nothing  is  to  be  done  imperiously. — 
Nobody  is  obliged  in  that  manner  to  yield  obedience 
unto  the  admonitions  or  injunctions  of  another,  far- 
ther than  he  himself  is  persuaded.     Every  man,  in  that, 
has  the  supreme  and  absolute  authority  of  judging  for 
himself;  and  the  reason  is^  because  nobody  else  is  con- 
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cerned  in  it,  nor  can  receive  any  prejudice  from  his 
conduct  therein. 

But  besides  their  souk,  which  are  immortal,  men  have 
also  their  temporal  lives  here  upon  earth;  the  state 
whereof  being  frail  and  fleeting,  and  the  deration  un* 
certain,  they  have  need  of  several  outward  conveniens 
cies  to  the  support  thereof,  which  are  to  be  procured  or 
preserved  bj  pains  and  industry ;  for  those  things  that 
are  necessary  to  the  comfortable  support  of  our  lives, 
are  not  the  spontaneous  products  of  nature,  nor  do  offer 
themselves  fit  and  prepared  for  our  use.     This  part, 
therefore,  draws  on  another  care,  and  necessarily  gives 
another  employment.     But  the  pravity  of  mankind  be* 
ing  such,  that  they  had  rather  injuriously  prey  upon  the 
fruits  of  other  men's  labours,  than  take  pains  to  pro- 
vide for  themselves ;  the  necessity  of  preserving  men  in 
the  possession  of  what  honest  industry  has  already  ac- 
quired, and  also  of  preserving  their  liberty  and  strength, 
whereby  they  may  acquire  what  they  farther  want, 
obliges  men  to  enter  into  society  with  one  another - 
that  by  mutual  assistance  and  joint  force,  they  may  se» 
cure  unto  each  other  their  properties,  in  the  things  that 
contribute  to  the  comforts  and  happiness  of  this  life ; 
leaving  in  the  mean  while  to  every  man  the  care  of  his 
own  eternal  happiness,  the  attainment  whereof  can  nei-^ 
ther  be  facilitated  by  another  man's  industry,  nor  can 
the  loss  of  it  turn  to  another  man's  prejudice,  nor  the 
hope  of  it  be  forced  from  him  by  any  external  violence. 
But  forasmuch  as  men   thus  entering  into  societies, 
grounded  upon  their  mutual  compacts  of  assistance,  for 
the  defence  of  their  temporal  goods,  may  nevertheless 
be  deprived  of  them,  either  by  the  rapine  and  fraud  of 
their  fellow  citizens,  or  by  the  hostile  violence  of  fo- 
reigners :  the  remedy  of  all  this  evil  consists  in  arms, 
riches,  and  multitudes  of  citizens ;  the  remedy  of  others 
in  laws :  and  the  care  of  all  things  relating  both  to  the 
one  and  the  other,  is  committed  by  the  society  to  the 
civil  magistrate.     This  is  the  original,  this  is  the  use, 
and  these  are  the  bounds  of  the  legislative,  which  is  the 
supreme  power  in  every  commonwealth.     I  mean,  that 
provision  may  be  madie  for  the  security  of  each  man's 
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private  possessions;  for  the  peaee,  richesj  and  public 
commodities  of  the  whole  people,  and,  as  much  as  pos« 
sible,  for  the  increase  of  their  inward  strength  against 
foreign  invasions. 

These  things  being  thus  explained,  it  is  easy  to  un- 
derstand to  what  end  the  legislative  power  ought  to  be 
directed,  and  by  what  measures  regulated ;  and  that  b, 
the  temporal  good  and  outward  prosperity  of.  the  so- 
ciety ;  which  is  the  sole  reason  of  men's  entering  into 
society,  and  the  only  thing  they  seek  and  aim  at  in  it ; 
and  it  is  also  evident  what  liberty  remains  to  men  in  re* 
ference  to  their  eternal  salvation,  and  that  is,  that  every 
one  should  do  what  he  in  his  conscience  is  persuaded 
to  be  acceptable  to  the  Almighty,  on  whose  good  plea- 
sure and  acceptance  depends  his  eternal  happiness ;  for 
obedience  is  due  in  the  first  place  to  God,  and  after- 
wards to  the  laws. 

But  some  may  ask,  "  What  if  the  magistrate  should 
*^  enjoin  any  thing  by  his  authority^  that  appears  un- 
**  lawful  to  the  conscience  of  a  private  person?"  I 
answer,  that  if  government  be  faithfully  administered, 
and  the  counsels  of  the  magistrate  be  indeed  directed  to 
the  public  good,  this  will  seldom  happen.  But  if  per- 
haps it  do  so  fall  out,  I  say,  that  such  a  private  person 
is  to  abstain  from  the  actions  that  he  judges  unlawful ; 
and  he  is  to  undergo  the  punishment,  which  is  not  un- 
lawful for  him  to  bear ;  for  the  private  judgment  of  any 
person  concerning  a  law  enacted  in  political  matters, 
for  the  public  good,  does  not  take  away  the  obligation 
of  that  law,  nor  deserve  a  dispensation.  But  if  the  law 
indeed  be  concerning  things  that  lie  not  within  the 
verge  of  the  magistrate's  authority;  as  for  example, 
that  the  people,  or  any  party  amongst  them,  should  be 
compelled  to  embrace  a  strange  religion,  and  join  in 
the  worship  and  ceremonies  of  another  church;  men 
are  not  in  these  cases  obliged  by  that  law,  against  their 
consciences;  for  the  political  society  is  instituted  for 
no  other  end,  but  only  to  secure  every  man's  possession 
of  the  things  of  this  life.  The  care  of  each  man's  soul, 
and  of  the  things  of  heaven,  which  neither  does  belong 
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to  the  commonwealth,  nor  can  be  subjected  to  it,  is 
left  entirely  to  every  man's  self.  Thus  the  safeguard 
of  men's  lives,  and  of  the  things  that  belong  unto  this 
life,  is  the  business  of  the  commonwealth ;  and  the  pre- 
serving of  those  things  unto  their  owners  is  the  duty  of 
the  magistrate;  and  thei*efore  the  magistrate  cannot 
take  away  these  worldly  things  from  this  man,  or  party, 
and  give  them  to  that;  nor  change  property  amongst 
fellow-subjects,  no  not  even  by  a  law,  for  a  cause  that 
has  no  relation  to  the  end  of  civil  government ;  I  mean 
for  their  religion ;  which,  whether  it  be  true  or  false, 
does  no  prejudice  to  the  worldly  concenis  of  their  fel- 
low-subjects, which  are  the  things  that  only  belong 
unto  the  care  of  the  commonwealth. 

^  But  what  if  the  magistrate  believe  such  a  law  as 
"  this  to  be  for  the  public  good  ?  "  I  answer :  as  the 
private  judgment  of  any  particular  person,  if  erroneous, 
does  not  exempt  him  from  the  obligation  of  law,  so  the 
private  judgment,  as  1  may  call  it,  of  the  magistrate, 
does  not  give  him  any  new  right  of  imposing  laws  upon 
his  subjects,  which  neither  was  in  the  constitution  of 
the  government  granted  him,  nor  ever  was  in  the  power 
of  the  people  to  grant :  and  least  of  all,  if  he  make  it 
his  business  to  enrich  and  advance  his  followers  and  fel- 
low-sectaries with  the  spoils  of  others.  But  what  if  the 
magistrate  believe  that  he  has  a  right  to  make  such 
laws,  and  that  they  are  for  the  public  good ;  and  his 
subjects  believe  the  contrary?  Who  shall  be  judge 
between  them  ?  I  answer,  Gk)d  alone ;  for  there  is  no 
judge  upon  earth  between  the  supreme  magistrate  and 
the  people.  God,  I  say^  is  the  only  judge  in  this  case, 
who  will  retribute  unto  every  one  at  the  last  day  ac- 
cording to  his  deserts ;  that  is,  according  to  his  since- 
rity and  uprightness  in  endeavouring  to  promote  piety, 
and  the  public  weal  and  peace  of  mankind.  But  what 
shall  be  done  in  the  mean  while  ?  I  answer :  the  prin- 
cipal and  chief  care  of  every  one  ought  to  I)e  of  his 
own  soul  first,  and,  in  the  next  place,  of  the  public 
peace :  though  yet  there  are  few  will  think  it  is  peace 
there,  where  they  see  all  laid  waste.     There  are  two 
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soils  of  contests  amongst  men :  the  one  managed  by 
lawy  the  other  by  force ;  and  they  are  of  that  nature, 
that  where  the  one  ends  the  other  always  begins.  But 
it  is  not  my  business  to  inquire  into  the  power,  of  the 
magistrate  in  the  different  constitutions  of  nations.  I 
only  know  what  usually  happens  where  controversies 
arise,  without  a  judge  to  determine  them.  You  will 
say,  then  the  magistrate  being  the  stronger  will  have 
his  will,  and  carry  his  point.  Without  doubt.  But 
the  question  is  not  here  concerning  the  doubtfulness  of 
the  event,  but  the  rule  of  right. 

But  to  come  to  particulars.  I  say,  First,  No  opini- 
ons contrary  to  human  society,  or  to  those  moral  rules 
which  are  necessary  to  the  preservation  of  civil  society, 
are  to  be  tolerated  by  the  magistrate.  But  of  those 
indeed  examples  in  any  church  are  rare.  For  no  sect 
can  easily  arrive  to  such  a  degree  of  madness,  as  that  it 
should  think  fit  to  teach,  for  doctrines  of  religion,  such 
things  as  manifestly  undermine  the  foundations  of  so- 
ciety^ and  are  therefore  condemned  by  the  judgment  of 
all  mankind :  because  their  own  intei'est,  peace,  repu- 
tation, every  thing  would  be  thereby  endangered. 

Another  moi*e  sea'et  evil,  but  more  dangerous  to  the 
commonwealth,  is  when  men  arrogate  to  themselves, 
and  to  those  of  their  own  sect,  some  peculiar  preroga- 
tive covered  over  with  a  specious  show  of  deceitful 
words,  but  in  effect  opposite  to  the  civil  rights  of  the 
community.  For  example:  We  cannot  find  any  sect 
that  teaches  expressly  and  openly,  that  men  are  not 
obliged  to  keep  their  promise;  that  princes  may  be 
dethroned  by  those  that  differ  from  them  in  religion ; 
or  that  the  dominion  of  all  things  belongs  only  to  them- 
selves. For  these  things,  proposed  thus  nakedly  and 
plainly,  would  soon  draw  on  them  the  eye  and  hand  of 
the  magistrate,  and  awaken  all  the  care  of  the  common* 
wealth  to  a  watchfulness  against  the  spreading  of  so 
dangerous  an  evil.  But  nevertheless,  we  find  those  that 
say  the  same  things  in  other  words.  What  else  do  they 
mean,  who  teach  that,  **  faith  is  not  to  be  kept  with 
**  heretics  ?  ^  Their  meaning,  forsooth,  is,  that  the  pri- 
vily of  breaking  faith  belongs  unto  themselves :  for 
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they  dedare  all  that  are  not  of  their  cotntnunion  to  be 
heretics,  or  at  least  may  declare  them  so  whensoever 
they  think  fit.  What  can  be  the  meaning  of  their  as- 
serting that  *'  kings  excommunicated  forfeit  their 
**  crowns  and  kingdoms  ?  **  It  is^evident  that  they  there- 
by arrogate  unto  themselves  the  power  of  deposing 
kings :  because  they  challenge  the  power  of  excommu- 
nication as  the  peculiar  right  of  their  hierarchy.  **  That 
**  dominion  is  founded  in  grace,'*  is  also  an  assertion  by 
which  those  that  maintain  it  do  plainly  lay  claim  to  the 
possession  of  all  things.  For  they  are  not  so  wanting 
to  themselves  as  not  to  believe^  or  at  least  as  not  to 
profess,  themselves  to  be  the  truly  pious  and  faithful. 
These  therefore,  and  the  like,  who  attribute  unto  the 
faithful,  religious,  and  orthodox,  that  is,  in  plain  terms, 
unto  themselves,  any  peculiar  privilege  or  power  above 
other  mortals,  in  civil  concernments;  or  who,  upon 
pretence  of  religion,  do  challenge  any  manner  of  au- 
thority over  such  as  are  not  associated  with  them  in 
their  ecclesiastical  communion;  I  say  these  have  no 
right  to  be  tolerated  by  the  magistrate ;  as  neither  thode 
that  will  not  own  and  teach  the  duty  of  tolerating  all 
men  in  matters  of  mere  religion.  For  what  do  all  these 
and  the  like  doctrines  signify,  but  that  they  may,  and 
are  ready  upon  any  occasion  to  seize  the  government, 
and  possess  themselves  of  the  estates  and  fortunes  of 
their  fellow-subjects ;  and  that  they  only  ask  leave  to 
be  tolerated  by  the  magistrates  so  long,  until  they  find 
themselves  strong  enough  to  effect  it  ? 

Again :  That  church  can  have  no  right  to  be  tole- 
rated by  the  magistrate,  which  is  constituted  upon  such 
a  bottom,  that  all  those  who  enter  into  it,  do  thereby 
ipso  facto  deliver  themselves  up  to  the  protection  and 
service  of  another  prince.  For  by  this  means  the  ma- 
gistrate would  give  way  to  the  settling  of  a  foreign  ju- 
risdiction in  his  own  country,  and  suffer  his  own  people 
to  be  listed,  as  it  were,  for  soldiers  against  his  own  go- 
yemment  Nor  does  the  frivolous  and  fallacious  dis* 
tinction  between  the  court  and  the  church  afford  any 
remedy  to^this  inconvenience ;  especially  when  both  the 
one  and  the  other  are  equally  subject  to  the  absolute 
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authority  of  the  same  person ;  who  has  not  only  power 
to  persuade  the  members  of  his  church  to  whatsoever 
he  lists,  either  as  purely  religious,  or  as  in  order  there- 
unto ;  but  can  also  enjoin  it  them  on  pain  of  eternal 
fire.  It  is  ridiculous  for  any  one  to  profbss  himself  to 
be  a  mahometan  only  in  religion,  but  in  erery  thing 
else  a  faithful  subject  to  a  christian  magistrate,  whilst  at 
the  same  time  he  acknowledges  himself  boimd  to  yield 
blind  obedience  to  the  mufti  of  Constantinoi^e ;  who 
himself  is  entirely  obedient  to  the  Ottoman  emperor, 
and  frames  the  feigned  oracles  of  that  religion  accord- 
ing to  his  pleasure.  But  this  mahometan  living  amongst 
christians,  would  yet  more  apparently  renounce  their 
government,  if  he  acknowledged  the  same  person  to 
be  head  of  his  church,  who  is  the  supreme  magistrate 
in  the  state. 

Lastly,  Those  are  not  at  all  to  be  tolerated  who  deny 
the  being  of  God.  Promises,  covenants,  and  oaths, 
which  are  the  bonds  of  human  society,  can  have  no  hold 
upon  an  atheist.  The  taking  away  of  God,  though  but 
even  in  thought,  dissolves  all.  Besides  also,  those  that 
by  their  atheism  undermine  and  destroy  all  religion, 
can  have  no  pretence  of  religion  whereupon  to  chal- 
lenge the  privilege  of  a  toleration.  As  for  other  prac- 
ticfd  opinions,  though  not  absolutely  free  from  all  errour, 
yet  if  they  do  not  tend  to  establish  domination  over 
others,  or  ciril  impunity  to  the  church  in  which  they  are 
taught,  there  can  be'  no  reason  why  they  should  not  be 
tolerated. 

It  remains  that  I  say  something  concerning  those  as- 
semblies, which  being  vulgarly  cadled,  and  perhaps  hav- 
ing sometimes  been  conventicles,  and  nurseries  of  fac- 
tions and  seditions,  are  thought  to  afibrd  the  strongest 
matter  of  objection  against  this  doctrine  of  toleration. 
But  this  has  not  happened  by  any  thing  peculiar  unto 
the  genius  of  such  assemblies,  but  by  the  unhappy  cir^ 
cumstances  of  an  oppressed  or  ilL-settled  liberty.  These 
accusations  would  soon  cease,  if  the  law  of  toleration 
were  once  so  settled,  that  all  churches  were  obliged  to 
lay  down  toleration  as  the  foundation  of  their  own  li- 
bttty;  and  teach  that  liberty  of  conscience  is  every 
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man's  natural  right,  equally  belonging  to  dissentei^  as 
to  theofiselves ;  and  that  nobody  ought  to  be  compelled 
in  matters  of  religion  either  by  law  or  force.  The 
establishment  of  this  one  thing  would  take  away  all 
ground  of  complaints  and  tumults  upon  account  of 
conscience.  And  these  causes  of  discontents  and  ani- 
mosities being  once  removed^  there  would  remain  no- 
thing in  these  assemblies  that  were  not  more  peaceable, 
and  less  apt  to  produce  disturbance  of  state,  than  in 
any  other  meetings  whatsoever.  But  let  us  examine 
particularly  the  heads  of  these  accusations. 

You  will  say,  that  **  assemblies  and  meetings  endan- 
'*  ger  the  public  peace,  and  threaten  the  common- 
*^  wealth."  I  answer :  if  this  be  so,  why  are  there  daily 
such  numerous  meetings  in  markets,  and  courts  of  ju- 
dicature ?  Why  are  crowds  upon  the  Exchange,  and  a 
concourse  of  people  in  cities  suffered  ?  You  will  reply ; 
these  are  civil  assemblies,  but  those  we  object  against 
are  ecclesiastical.  I  answers  it  is  a  likely  thing  indeed, 
that  such  assemblies  as  are  altogether  remote  from  civil 
affairs,  should  be  most  apt  to  embroil  them.  O,  but 
civil  assemblies  are  composed  of  men  tl^at  differ  from 
one  another  in  matters  of  religion ;  but  these  ecclesias* 
tical  meetings  are  of  persons  that  are  all  of  one  opinion. 
As  if  an  agreement  in  matters  of  religion  were  in  ef- 
fect a  conspii'acy  against  the  commonwealth :  or  as  if 
men  would  not  be  so  much  the  more  warmly  unanimous 
in  religion  the  less  liberty  they  had  of  assembling.  But 
it  will  be  urged  still,  that  civil  assemblies  are  open 
and  free  for  any  one  to  enter  into ;  whereas  religious 
conventicles  are  more  private,  and  thereby  give  oppor- 
tunity to  clandestine  machinations.  I  answer,  that  this 
is  not  strictly  true :  for  many  dvil  assemblies  are  not 
open  to  every  one.  And  if  some  religious  meetings  be 
private,  who  are  they,  I  beseech  you,  that  are  to  be 
blamed  for  it  ?  those  that  desire,  or  those  that  forbid 
their  being  public  ?  Again ;  you  will  say,  that  religious 
communion  does  exceedingly  unite  men's  minds  and  af- 
fections to  one  another,  and  is  therefore  the  more  dan; 
gerous.  But  if  this  be  so,  why  is  not  the  magistrate 
afraid  of  his  own  church ;  and  why  does  he  not  forbid 
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their  9ssemblies,  as  things  dangerous  to  his  govern 
ment?     You  will  say,  because  he  himself  is  a  part, 
and  even  the  head  of  them.     As  if  he  were  not  also  a 
part  of  the  commonwealth,  and  the  head  of  the  whole 
people. 

Let  us  therefore  deal  plainly.  The  magistrate  is  afraid 
of  other  churches,  but  not  of  his  own ;  because  be  is 
kind  and  favourable  to  the  one^  but  severe  and  cruel  to 
the  other.  These  he  treats  like  children,  and  indulges 
them  even  to  wantonness.  Those  he  uses  as  slaves; 
and  how  blamelessly  soever  they  demean  themselves, 
recompences  them  no  otherwise  than  by  gallies,  prisons, 
confiscations,  and  death.  These  he  cherishes  and  de- 
fends: tfaose  he  continually  scourges  and  oppresses. 
Let  him  turn  the  tables :  or  let  those  dissenters  enjoy 
but  the  same  privileges  in  civils  as  his  other  subjects, 
and  he  will  quickly  find  that  these  religious  meetings 
will  be  no  longer  dangerous.  For  if  men  enter  into 
seditious  conspiracies,  it  is  not  religion  inspires  them 
to  it  in  their  meetings,  but  their  sufferings  and  oppres- 
sions that  make  them  willing  to  ease  themselves.  Just 
and  moderate  governments  are  every- where  quiet,  every- 
where safe.  But  oppression  raises  ferments,  and  makes 
men  struggle  to  cast  off  an  uneasy  and  tyrannical  yoke. 
I  know  that  seditions  are  very  frequently  raised  upon 
pretence  of  religion.  But  it  is  as  true,  that,  for  reli- 
ligion,  subjects  are  frequently  ill  treated,  and  live  miser* 
ably.  Believe  me,  the  stirs  that  are  made,  proceed  not 
from  any  peculiar  temper  of  this  or  that  church  or  re- 
ligious society ;  but  frt)m  the  common  disposition  of 
all  mankind,  who,  when  they  groan  under  any  heavy 
burthen,  endeavour  naturally  to  shake  off  the  yoke  that 
galls  their  necks.  Suppose  this  business  of  religion 
were  let  alone,  and  that  there  were  some  other  distinc- 
tion made  between  men  and  men,  upon  account  of  their 
different  complexions,  shapes  and  features,  so  that  those 
who  have  black  hair,  for  example,  or  grey  eyes,  should 
not  enjoy  the  same  privileges  as  other  citizens;  that 
they  should  not  be  permitted  either  to  buy  or  sell,  or 
live  by  their  callings ;  that  parents  should  not  have  the 
government  and  education  of  their  own  children ;  that 
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they  should  either  be  excluded  from  the  benefit  of 
the  laws,  or  meet  with  partial  judges :  can  be  it  doubt- 
ed but  these  persons,  thus  distinguished  from  others  by 
the  colour  of  their  hair  and  eyes,  and  united  together 
by  one  common  persecution,  would  be  as  dangerous  to 
the  magistrate,  as  any  others  that  had  associated  them- 
selves merely  upon  the  account  of  religion  ?  Some  enter 
into  company  for  trade  and  profit :  others,  for  want  of 
business,  have  their  clubs  for  claret.  Neighbourhood 
joins  some,  and  religion  others.  But  there  is  one  thing 
only  which  gathers  people  into  seditious  commotions, 
and  that  is  oppression. 

You  will  say ;  what,  will  you  have  people  to  meet 
at  divine  service  against  the  magistrate's  will  ?  I  an-; 
swer ;  why,  I  pray  against  his  wUl  ?  Is  it  not  both  law- 
ful and  necessary  that  they  should  meet  ?  Against  his 
will,  do  you  say  ?  That  is  what  I  complain  of.  That 
is  the  very  root  of  all  the  mischief.  Why  are  assemblies 
less  sufierable  in  a  church  than  in  a  theatre  or  market  ? 
Those  that  meet  there  are  not  either  more  vicious,  or 
more  turbulent,  than  those  that  meet  elsewhere.  The 
business  in  that  is,  that  they  are  ill  used,  and  therefore 
they  are  not  to  be  suffered.  Take  away  the  partiality 
that  is  used  towards  them  in  matters  of  common  right ; 
change  the  liaws,  take  away  the  penalties  unto  which 
they  are  subjected,  and  all  things  will  immediately  be- 
come  safe  and  peaceable :  nay,  those  that  are  averse  to 
the  religion  of  the  magistrate,  will  think  themselves  so 
much  the  more  bound  to  maintain  the  peace  of  the  com* 
monwealth,  as  their  condition  is  better  in  that  place 
than  elsewhere ;  and  all  the  several  separate  congrega- 
tions, like  so  many  guardians  of  the  public  peace,  will 
watch  one  another,  that  nothing  may  be  innovated  or 
changed  in  the  form  of  the  government :  because  they 
can  hope  for  nothing  better  than  what  they  already  en- 
joy ;  that  is,  an  equal  condition  with  their  fellow-sub- 
jects,  under  a  just  and  moderate  government.  Now  if 
that  church,  which  agrees  in  religion  with  the  prince, 
be  esteemed  the  chief  support  of  any  civil  government, 
and  that  for  no  other  reason,  as  has  already  been  shown, 
than  because  the  prince  is  kind,  and  the  laws  ar^ 
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favourable  to  it ;  how  much  greater  will  be  the  security 
of  a  government,  where  all  good  subjects,  of  whatso- 
ever they  be,  without  any  distinction  upon  account  of 
religion,  enjoying  the  same  favour'  of  the  prince,  and 
the  same  benefit  of  the  laws,  shall  become  the  common 
support  and  guard  of  it ;  and  where  none  will  have  any 
occasion  to  fear  the  severity  of  the  laws,  but  those  that 
do  injuries  to  their  neighbours,  and  offend  against  the 
civil  peace ! 

That  we  may  draw  towards  a  conclusion.  *^  The 
**  sum  of  all  we  drive  at  is,  that  every  man  enjoy  the 
'*  same  rights  that  are  granted  to  others."  Is  it  per- 
mitted to  worship  God  in  the  Roman  manner  ?  Let  it 
be  permitted  to  do  it  in  the  Geneva  form  also.  Is  it 
permitted  to  speak  Latin  in  the  market  place?  Let 
those  that  have  a  mind  to  it,  be  permitted  to  do  it  also 
in  the  church.  Is  it  lawful  for  any  man  in  his  own  house 
to  kneeL  stand,  sit,  or  use  any  other  posture ;  and  doath 
himself  in  white  or  black,  in  short,  or  in  long  gai*- 
ments  ?  Let  it  not  be  made  unlawful  to  eat  bread,  drink 
wine,  or  wash  with  water  in  the  church.  In  a  word : 
whatsoever  things  are  left  free  by  law  in  the  commoa 
occasions  of  life,  let  them  remain  free  unto  every  church 
in  divine  worship.  Let  no  man's  life,  or  body,  or 
house,  or  estate,  suffer  any  manner  of  prejudice  upon 
these  accounts.  Can  you  allow  of  the  presbyterian  dis- 
cipline ?  why  should  not  the  episcopal  also  have  what 
they  like  ?  Ecclesiastical  authority,  whether  it  be  admi- 
nistered by  the  hands  of  a  single  person,  or  many,  is 
every- where  the  same ;  and  neither  has  any  jurisdiction 
in  things  dvil,  nor  any  manner  of  power  of  compulsion, 
nor  any  thing  at  all  to  do  with  riches,  and  revenues. 

Ecclesiastical  assemblies  and  sermons,  are  justified  by 
daily  experience,  and  public  allowance.  These  are  al* 
lowed  to  people  of  some  one  persuasion :  why  not  to 
all  ?  If  any  thing  pass  in  a  religious  meeting  seditiously, 
and  contrary  to  the  public  peace,  it  is  to  be  punished 
in  the  same  manner,  and  no  otherwise  than  as  if  it  had 
happened  in  a  fair  or  market.  These  meetings  ought 
not  to  be  sanctuaries  of  factious  and  flagitious  fellows ; 
nor  ought  it  to  be  less  lawful  for  men  to  meet  in  churche9 
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than  in  haUs :  nor  are  one  part  of  the  lubjects  to  be 
esteemed  more  blameable  fbr  their  meeting  together 
than  others.  Ever^  one  is  to  be  accountable  for  htia^ 
own  actions ;  and  no  man  is  to  be  laid  under  a  suspi^ 
don,  or  odium,  for  the  fault  of  another.  Those  that 
are  seditious,  murderers,  thieves,  robbers,  adulterers^ 
slanderers,  &c.  of  whatsoever  church,  whether  national 
or  not,  ought  to  be  punished  and  suppressed.  But  those 
whose  doctrine  is  peaceable,  and  whose  manners  are 
pure  and  blameless,  ought  to  be  upon  equal  terms  with 
their  fellow-subjects.  Thus  if  solemn  assemblies,  ob- 
servations of  festivals,  public  worship,  be  permitted  to 
any  one  sort  of  professors ;  all  these  things  ought  to  be 
permitted  to  the  presbyterians,  independents,  anabap^* 
tists,  arminians,  quakers,  and.  6thers,  with  the  same 
liberty.  Nay,  if  we  may  o{)enly  speak  the  truth,  and  as 
becomes  one  man  to  another,  neither  pagan,  nor  ma- 
hometan,  nor  jew,  ought  to  be  excluded  from  the  dvil 
rights  of  the  commonwealth,  because  of  his  religion. 
The  gospel  commands  no  such  thing.  The  church, 
"  which  judgeth  not  those  that  are  without,**  1  Cor. 
T.  11.  wants  it  not.  And  the  commonwealth,  which 
embraces  indifferently  all  men  that  are  honest,  peaces- 
able,  and  industrious,  requires  it  not.  Shall  we  suffer 
a  pagan  to  deal  and  trade  with  us,  and  shall  we  not 
suffer  him  to  pray  unto  and  worship  God  ?  If  we  allow 
the  jews  to  have  private  houses  and  dwellings  amongst 
us,  why  should  we  not  allow  them  to  have  synagogues  } 
Is  their  doctrine  more  false,  their  worship  more  abo- 
minable, or  is  the  civil  peace  more  endangered,  by 
their  meeting  in  public,  than  in  their  private  houses  } 
But  if  these  things  may  be  granted  to  jews  and  pagans, 
surely  the  condition  of  any  christians  ought  not  to  be 
worse  than  theirs,  in  a  christian  commonwealth. 

You  will  say,  ))erhaps,  yes,  it  ought  to  be :  because 
they  are  more  indinable  to  factions,  tumults,  and  dvil 
wars.  I  answer :  is  this  the  fault  of  the  christian  veli* 
gion  ?  If  it  be  so,  truly  the  christian  religion  is  tlui 
worst  of  all  religions,  and  oUght  neither  to  be  embraced 
by  any  particular  person,  nor  tolerated  by  any  camman^ 
wealth.    For  if  this  be  the  genius,  this  the  nature  of 
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the  chriatian  religioii»  to  be  turbulent,  and  destructive 
of  the  civil  peace,  that  church  itaelf  which  the  magia-- 
trate  indulgesi  will  not  always  be  innocent.    But  far  be 
it  from  us  to  say  any  such  thing  of  that  religion,  which 
carries  the  greatest  opposition  to  covetousness,  ambi-* 
tion,  discord,  contention,  and  all  manner  of  inordinate 
desires ;  and  is  the  most  modest  and  peaceable  religion 
that  ever  wa&     We  must  therefore  seek  another  cause 
of  those  evils  that  are  charged  upon  religion.    And  if  we 
consider  right,  we  shaU  find  it  consist  wholly  in  the  sub- 
ject that  I  am  treating  of.     It  is  not  the  diversity  of  ofi" 
nions,  which  cannot  be  avoided ;  but  the  refusal  of  to* 
leration  to  those  that  are  of  different  opinions,  whidi 
might  have  been  granted,  that  has  produced  idl  the 
bustles  and  wars,  that  have  been  in  the  christian  worlds 
upon  account  of  religion.     The  heads  and  leaders  of 
the  church,  moved  by  avarice  and  insatiable  desire  of 
dominion,  making  use  of  tlie  immoderate  ambition  of 
magistrates,  and  the  credulous  superstition  of  the  giddy 
multitude,  have  incensed  and  animated  them  against 
those  that  dissent  from  themselves,  by  preaching  unto 
them,  contrary  to  the  laws  of  the  g(»pel«  and  to  the 
precepts  of  charity,  that  i^hismatics  and  heretics  are 
to  be  outed  of  their  possessions,  and  destroyed.    And 
thus  have  they  mixed  together,  and  confounded  two 
things^  that  are  in  themselves  most  different,  the  diurdi 
and  the  commonwealth.    Now  as  it  is  very  diflkult  fior 
men  patiently  to  suffer  themselves  to  be  stript  of  the 
goods  which  they  have  got  by  their  honest  industiy ; 
and  contrary  to  dl  the  laws  of  equity,  both  httronn  and 
divine,  to  be  delivered  up  for  a  prey  to  othar  men's  vio>* 
lence    and  rajnne ;  especially  when  they  are  otherwise 
altogether  blameless ;  and  that  the  occasion  for  which 
they  are  thus  treated,  does  not  at  all  beloi^^  to  the  jui* 
risdiction  of  the  magistrate^  but  entirely  to  the  con- 
science  of  every  particular  man;  for  the  conduct  of 
which  he  is  acoountable  to  God  only ;  what  else  can  be 
expected^  but  that  these  men»  growing  weary  of  thie 
evus  under  which  they  labour,  should  in  the  end  think 
it  lawful  for  them  to  resist  force  with  forces  and  to  de* 
fend  their  natural  riights^  which  are  not  forfettaUe  upoa 
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•    *   '      * 
account  of  religion,  with  arms  as  well  as  they  can  ? 

That  this  has  been  hitherto  the  ordinary  course  of  things, 
is  abundantly  evident  in  history ;  and  that  it  will  con- 
tinue to  be  so  hereafter,  is  but  too  apparent  in  reason. 
It  cannot  indeed  be  otherwise,  so  long  as  the  principle 
of  persecution  for  religion  shall  prevail,  as  it  has  done 
hitherto,  with  magistrate  and  people.;   and  so  long  as 
those  that  ought  to  be  the  preachers  of  peace  and  con- 
cord, shall  continue,  with  all  their  art  and  strength,  to 
excite  nien  to  arms,  and  sound  the  trumpet  of  war.     But 
that  magistrates  should  thus  suffer  these  incendiaries, 
and  disturbers  of  the  public  peace,  might  justly  be  won- 
dered at,  if  it  did  not  appear  that  they  have  been  in- 
vited by  them  into  a  participation  of  the  spoil ;   and 
have  therefore  thought  fit  to  make  use  of  their  covet- 
ousness  and  pride,  as  means  whereby  to  increase  their 
own  power.      For  who  does  not  see  that  these  good 
men  are  indeed  more  ministers  of  the  government,  than 
ministers  of  the  gospel ;  and  that  by  flattering  the  am- 
bition, and  favouring  the  dominion  of  princes  and  men 
in  authority,  they  endeavour  with  all  their  might  to 
promote  that  tyranny  in   the  commonwealth,  which 
otherwise  they  should  not  be  able  to  establish  in  the 
church  ?    This  is  the  unhappy  agreement  that  we  see  be- 
tween the  church  and  the  state.    Whereas  if  each  of 
them  would  contain  itself  within  its  own  bounds,  the 
one  attending  to  the  worldly  welfare  of  the  common- 
wealth, the  other  to  the  salvation  of  souls,  it  is  impos- 
sible that  any  discord  should  ever  have  happened  be- 
tween them.     **  Sed  pudet  haec  opprobria>  &c.''     God 
Almighty  grant,  I  beseech  him,  that  the  gospel  of  peace 
may  at  length  be  pneached,  and  that  dvU  magistrates, 
growing  more  cardul  to  conform  their  own  consciences 
to  the  law  of  God,  and  less  solicitous  about  the  bind- 
ing of  other  men's  consciences  by  human  laws,  may, 
like  fathers  of  their  country,  direct  all  their  counsels 
and  endeavours  to  promote  universally  the  civil  welfare 
of  all  their  children ;  except  only  of  such  as  are  arro- 
gant, ungovernable,  and  injurious  to  their  brethren; 
and  that  all  ecclesiastical  men,  who  boast  themselves  to 
be  the  successors  of  the  apostles,  walking  peaceably  and 
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modestly  in  the  apostles'  steps,  without  intermeddling 
with  state-aflTairs,  may  apply  themselves  wholly  to  pro- 
mote the  salvation  of  souls.     Farewell. 

Perhaps  it  may  not  be  amiss  to  add  a  few  things  con« 
oeming  heresy  and  schism.  A  turk  is  not,  nor  can  be 
either  heretic  or  schismatic,  tp  a  christian :  and  if  any 
man  fall  off  from  the  christian  faith  to  mahometism,  he 
does  not  thereby  become  a  heretic  or  a  schismatic,  but 
an  apostate  and  an  infidel.  This  no-body  doubts  of. 
And  by  this  it  appears  that  men  of  different  religions 
cannot  be  heretics  or  schismatics  to  one  another. 

We  are  to  enquire  therefore,  what  men  are  of  the 
same  religion.  Concerning  which,  it  is  manifest  that 
those  who  have  one  and  the  same  rule  of  fait.h  and  wor- 
ship, are  of  the  same  religion,  and  those  who  have  not 
the  same  rule  of  faith  and  worship,  are  of  different  re- 
ligions. For  since  all  things  that  belong  unto  that  re- 
gion are  contained  in  that  rule,  it  follows  necessarily, 
that  those  who  agree  in  one  rule  are  of  one  and  the  same 
religion:  and  vice  versft.  Thus  turks  and  christians 
are  of  different  religions :  because  these  take  the  Holy 
Scriptures  to  be  the  rule  of  their  religion,  and  those 
the  Koran.  And  for  the  same  reason,  there  may  be  dif- 
ferent religions  also  even  amongst  christians*  The  pa- 
pists and  the  lutherans,  though  both  of  them  profess 
fidth  in  Christ,  and  are  therefore  called  christians,  yet 
are  not  both  of  the  same  religion :  because  these  ac- 
knowledge nothing  but  the  Holy  Scriptures  to  be  the 
rule  and  foundation  of  their  religion;  those  take  in 
also  traditions  and  decrees  of  popes,  and  of  all  these 
togethar  make  the  rule  of  their  religion.  And  thus  the 
cbristians  of  St.  John,  as  they  are  called,  and  the  chris- 
tians of  Geneva,  are  of  different  religions:  because 
these  also  take  only  the  scriptures ;  and  those,  I  know 
not  what  traditions ;  for  the  rule  of  their  religion. 

This  being  settled,  it  follows,  First,  That  heresy  is 
a  separation  made  in  ecclesiastical  communion  between 
men  of  the  same  religion,  for  some  opinions  no  way 
contained  in  the  rule  itself.  And  secondly.  That  amongst 
those  who  acknowledge  nothing  but  the  Holy  Scriptures 
to  be  their  rule  of  fidth,  heresy  b  a  separation  made  in 
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tbcilf  chrisUan  oommumon^  for  opinions  not  coittaitied 
in  the  express  words  of  scripture. 

Now  this  separation  may  be  made  in  a  twofdd  man-» 
ner« 

First,  When  the  greater  part,  or,  by  the  magistrate's 
patronage,  the  stronger  part  of  the  church  separates 
itself  from  others^  by  excluding  them  out  of  her  com^- 
munion,  because  they  will  not  profess  their  belief  of  cer- 
tain  opinions  which  are  not  to  be  found  in  the  express 
words  of  scripture.  For  it  is  not  the  paucity  of  those 
that  are  separated,  nor  the  authority  of  the  magistrate, 
that  can  make  any  man  guilty  of  heresy.  But  he  only  is 
an  heretic  who  divides  the  church  into  parts^ 'intro- 
duces name^  and  marks  of  distinction,  and  vduntarily 
makes  a  separation  because  of  such  opinions. 

Secondly,  When  any  one  separates  himself  from  the 
communion  of  a  church,  because  that  church  does  not 
publicly  profess  some  certain  opiniotis  which  the  Hcdy 
Scriptures  do  not  expressly  teach. 

Both  these  are  ^'  heretics,  because  they  err  in  funda^- 
'<  mentals,  and  they  err  obstinately  against  knowledge/' 
For  when  they  have  determined  the  Holy  Scriptures  to 
be  the  only  foundation  of  faith,  they  nevertheless  lay 
down  certain  propositions  as  fundamental,  which  are 
not  in  the  scnpture ;  and  because  others  will  not  ac^ 
knowledge  these  additional  opinions  of  theirs,  nor  build 
upon  them  as  if  they  were  necessary  and  fundamental, 
they  therefore  make  a  separation  in  the  church,  either 
by  withdrawing  themsdves  from  the  others,  or  expels- 
ling  the  others  from  them^  Nor  does  it  signify  an^ 
thing  for  them  to  say  that  their  confessions  and  symbok 
are  agreeable  to  scripture,  and  to  the  analogy  of  faith. 
For  if  they  be  conceived  in  the  express  words  of  scrips 
ture,  there  can  be  no  question  about  them;  because 
those  are  acknowledged  by  all  christians  to  be  of  divine 
inspiration,  and  therefore  fundamentals  But  if  they 
say  that  the  articles  which  they  require  to  be  profieaaed^ 
are  consequences  deduced  from  the  scripture  (  it  is  un^* 
doubtedly  well  done  of  them  to  believe  and  profess  such 
things  as  seeih  unto  them  i^  agreeaUe  to  the  rule  of 
finth :  but  it  wouhl  be  very  ill  done  to  obtnlde  tkbse 
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tldiigg  upon  others^  uoto  whom  they  da  not  B6em  to 
be  the  indubitable  doctrines  of  the  scripturei  And  to 
make  a  separation  for  such  things  as  thes^i  which  nei« 
ther  are  n6r  dan  be  fundamental^  is  to  become  hereticsi 
For  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  man  arrived  to  that  de« 
gree  oi  madness,  as  that  he  dare  give  out  his  conse* 
quences  and  interpretations  of  scripture  as  divine  inspi* 
rations^  and  compare  the  articles  of  faith  that  he  has 
iramed  according  to  his  own  fancy,  with  the  authority 
of  the  teripture.  I  know  there  are  some  propositions 
so  evidently  agreeable  to  scripture^  that  no-body  can 
deny  them  to  be  drawn  from  thence :  but  about  those 
therefore  than  can  be  no  difference»  This  only  I  say^ 
that  however  dearly  we  may  think  this  or  the  other 
doctrine  to  be  deduced  from  scripture,  we  ought  not 
therefore  to  impose  it  upon  others,  as  a  necessary  article 
of  faith,  because  we  believe  it  to  be  agreeable  to  the 
role  of  faith ;  unless  we  would  be  content  also  that  other 
doctrines  riiould  be  imposed  upon  us  in  the  same  man<& 
ner ;  and  that  we  should  be  compelled  to  receive  and 
profess  all  the  different  and  contradictory  opinions  of 
ludieransy  calvinists,  remonstrants,  anabaptists,  and 
other  sects  which  the  contrivers  of  symbok,  systems, 
and  confessions,  are  accustomed  to  deliver  unto  their 
followers  as  genuine  and  necessary  deductions  from  the 
Holy  Scripture.  I  cannot  but  wonder  at  the  extrava- 
gant arrogance  of  those  men  who  think  that  they  them- 
selves can  explain  things  necessary  to  salvation  more 
clearly  than  the  Holy  Ghost,  the  eternal  and  infinite 
wisdom  of  God. 

Thus  much  concerning  heresy ;  which  word  in  com- 
mon use  is  applied  only  to  the  doctrinal  part  of  religion. 
Let  us  now  consider  schism^  which  is  a  crime  near  a-kin 
to  it.  For  both  these  words  seem  unto  me  to  signify 
an  ''ill-grounded  separation  in  ecclesiastical  commu« 
**  nion,  made  about  things  not  necessary.^  But  since 
use,  which  is  the  supreme  law  in  matter  of  language, 
has  determined  that  heresy  relates  to  errours  in  faith, 
and  schism  to  those  in  wdrship  or  discipline,  we  must 
consider  them  under  that  distinction. 
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Schism  then,  for  the  same  reasons  that  have  already 
been  alleged,  is  nothing  else  but  a  separation  made  in 
the  communion  of  the  church,  upon*  account  of  some- 
thing in  divine  worship,  or  ecclesiastical  discipline,  that 
is  not  any  necessary  part  of  it.  Now  nothing  in  wor* 
ship  or  discipline  can  be  necessary  to  christian  commu- 
nion, but  what  Christ  our  legislator,  or  the  apostles,  by 
inspiration  of  the  Holy  Spirit,  have  commanded  in  ex- 
press words. 

In  a  word:  he  that  denies  not  any  thing  that  the 
Holy  Scriptures  teach  in  express  woitls,  nor  makes  a 
separation  upon  occasion  of  any  thing  that  is  not  mani- 
festly contained  in  the  sacred  text ;  however  he  may  be 
nick-named  by  any  sect  of  christians,  and  declared  by 
some  or  all  of  them,  to  be  utterly  void  of  true  Chris- 
tianity; yet  indeed  and  in  truth  this  man  cannot  be 
either  a  heretic  or  schismatic. 

These  things  might  have  been  explained  more  large- 
ly, and  more  advantageously ;  but  it  is  enough  to  have 
hinted  at  them,  thus  briefly,  to  a  person  of  your  parts. 


A  SECOND 


LETTER 


CONCCRMING 


TOLERATION. 


A  SECOND 


LETTER 


fJOMXliifiin} 


TOLERATION, 


«5Bi^«ii^*F=MSSS^» 


To  iht  AuTBO»  itfthe  ArgmttU  qftht  Lbtt««,  ««». 


$1*. 

• 

You  will  pirdon  jmiSl  tika  tlw  fume  M\miy  with 
70Ut  that  ymi  imn  done  with  the  mitbor  of  %h»  JUttar 
ooQceniiiig  Tol^fttion  ;  to  coMider .  ywt  urgixmwUf 
Md  eodetvour  to  shew  yoa  the  inisttke^  of  them ;  for 
moe  you  hwe  «o  plainly  yielded  up  tb«  question  to 
hiai»  and  da  own  tbit  **  the  Mv^rities  he  would  diMuede 
"^  chriitimi  ^9n$  9^.  ii|t«r)^  VPf^t  mid  improper  to 
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**  bring  men  to  embrace  that  truth  which  must  save 
**  them  :"  I  am  not  without  some  hopes  to  prevail  with 
you  to  do  that  yourself,  which  you  say  is  .the  only  jus- 
tifiable aim  of  men  differing  about  religion,  even  in  the 
use  of  the  severest  methods,  viz.  carefully  and  imparti- 
ally to  weigh  the  whole  matter,  and  thereby  to  remove 
that  prejudice  which  makes  you  yet  favour  some  re- 
mains of  persecution :  promising  myself  that  so  inge- 
nious a  person  will  either  be  convinced  by  the  truth 
which  appears  so  very  clear  and  evident  to  me :  or  else  ' 
confess,  that,  were  either  you  or  I  in  authority,  we 
should  very  unreasonably  and  very  unjustly  use  any  force 
upon  the  other,  which  differed  from  him,  upon  any 
pretence  of  want  of  examination.  And  if  force  be  not 
to  be  used  in  your  case  or  mine,  because  unreasonable, 
or  unjust ;  you  will,  I  hope,  think  fit  that  it  should  be 
focborn  in  all  others  where  it  will  be  equally  unjust  and 
unreasonable ;  as  I  doubt  not  but  to  make  it  appear  it 
will  unavoidably  be,  wherever  you  will  go  about  to  pu- 
nish men  for  want  of  consideration ;  for  the  true  way  to 
try  such  speculations  as  these,  is  to  see  how  they  will 
prove  when  they  are  reduced  into  practice. 

The  first  thing  you  seem  startled  at  in  the  author's 
letter,  is  the  largeness  of  the  toleration  he  proposes ; 
and  you  think  it  strange  that  he  would  not  have  so  much 
as  a  ''  pagan,  mahometan,  or  jew,  excluded  from  the 
**  civil  rights  of  the  commonwealth,  because  of  his 
*^  religion,''  p.  1.  We  pray  every  day  for  their  conver- 
sion, and  {  think  it  our  dut)r  so  to  do :  but  it  will,  I  fear, 
hardly  be  believed  that  we  pray  in  earnest,  if  we  exclude 
them  from  the  other  ordinary  and  probable  means  of 
conversion ;  either  by  driving  them  from,  or  persecut- 
ing them  when  they  are  amongst  us.  Force,  you  allow, 
is  improper  to  convert  men  to  any  religion.  Tolera- 
tion is  but  the  removing  that  force ;  so  that  why  those 
should  not  be  tolerated  as  well  as  others,  if  you  wish 
their  conversion,  I  do  not  see.  But  you  say,  ^  it  seemg 
^  hard  to  conceive  how  the  author  of  that  letter  should 
*^  think  to  do  any  service  to  religion  in  general,  or  to 
<*  the  christian  religion,  by  recommending  and  persuad- 
^  ing*  sudi  a  toleration ;  for  hoir  much  soever  \i  mar 
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**  tend  to  the  advancement  of  trade  and  commerce 
^  (which  some  seem  to  place  above  all  other  considera- 
**  tions),  I  see  no  reason,  from  any  experiment  that  has 
^  been  made,  to  expect  that  true  religion  would  be  a 
**  gainer  by  it ;  that  it  would  be  either  the  better  pre- 
**  served,  the  more  widely  propagated,  or  rendered  any 
**  whit  the  more  fruitful  in  the  lives  of  its  professors  by 
'*  it.**  Before  I  come  to  your  doubt  itself,  ^^  Whether 
**  true  religion  would  be  a  gftiner  by  such  a  toleration ; " 
give  me  leave  to  take  notice,  that  if,  by .  other  consi- 
derations,  you  mean  ai\y  thing  but  religion,  your  paren- 
thesis is  wholly  beside  the  matter ;  and  that  if  you  do 
not  know  that  the  author  of  the  letter  places  the  ad« 
vancement  of  trade  above  religion,  your  insinuation  is 
very  uncharitable.    But  I  go  on. 

**  You  see  no  reason,  you  say,  from  any  experiment 
*'  that  has  been  made,  to  expect  that  true  religion  would 
^  be  a  gainer  by  it.*'     True  religion  and  christian  re- 
ligion are,  I  suppose,  to  you  and  me,  the  same  thing. 
But  of  this  you  have  an  experiment  in  its  first  appear- 
ance in  the  world,  and  several  hundreds  of  years  after. 
It  was  then  **  better  preserved,  more  widely  propagat- 
**  ed,  in  proportion,  and  rendered  more  fruitful  in  the 
**  lives  of  its  professors,**  than  ever  since  ]  though  then 
jews  and  pagans  were  tolerated,  and  more  than  tolerated 
by  the  governments  of  those  places  where  it  grew  up. 
I  hope  you  do  not  imagine  the  christian  religion  has 
lost  any  of  its  first  beauty,  force,  or  reasonableness,  by 
having  been  almost  two  thousand  years  in  the  world ; 
that  you  should  fear  it  should  be  less  able  now  to  shift 
for  itself,  without  the  help  of  force.     I  doubt  not  but 
you  look,  upon  it  still  to  be  **  the  power  and  wisdom  of 
^  God  for  our  salvation ; "  and  therefore  cannot  suspect 
it  less  capable  to  prevail  now,  by  its  own  truth  and 
light,  than  it  did  in  the  first  ages  of  the  church,  when 
lNx>r  contemptible  men,  without  authority,  or  the  coun- 
tenance of  authority,  had  alone  the  care  of  it.    This, 
as  I  take  it,  has  been  made  use  of  by  christians  gene- 
rally, and  by  some  of  our  church  in  particular,  as  an 
argument  for  the  truth  of  the  christian  religion ;  that  it 
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grew,  and  spread,  and  prevailed^  without  any  aid  from 
force,  or  the  assistance  of  the  powers  in  being ;  and  if 
it  be  a  mark  of  the  true  religion,  that  it  will  pi^vail  by 
its  own  light  and  strength,  but  that  fklse  religions  will 
not,  but  have  need  of  force  and  foreign  helps  to  sup- 
port  them,  nothing  certainly  can  be  more  for  the  ad- 
vaintage  of  true  reli^on,  than  to  take  away  compulsion 
every-where ;  and  therefore  it  is  no  more  ••  hard  to  con- 
''  ceive  how  the  author  of  the  letter  should  think  to  do 
^  service  to  religion  in  general,  or  to  the  christian  re« 
'*  ligton,**  than  it  is  hard  to  conceive  that  he  should 
think  there  is  a  true  religion,  and  that  the  christian  re- 
ligion is  it;  which  its  professors  have  always  owned 
not  to  need  force,  and  have  urged  that  as  a  good  argu- 
ment to  prove  the  truth  of  it.  The  inventions  of  men 
ih  religion  need  the  force  and  helps  of  men  to  support 
them.  A  religion  that  is  of  God  wants  not  the  assist- 
ance of  human  authority  to  make  it  prevail.  I  guess, 
when  this  dropped  from  you,  you  had  narrowed  your 
thoughts  to  your  own  age  and  country :  but  if  you  will 
enlarge  them  a  little  beyond  the  confines  of  England, 
I  do  not  doubt  but  you  will  easily  imagine  that  if  ia 
Italy,  Spain,  Portugal,  &c.  the  inquisition;  and  in 
France  their  dragooning ;  and  in  other  parts  those  se- 
verities that  are  used  to  keep  or  force  men  to  the  na- 
ticmal  religion ;  were  taken  away ;  and  instead  thereof 
the  toleration  proposed  by  the  author  were  set  up,  the 
true  religion  would  be  a  gainer  by  it. 

The  author  of  the  letter  says,  •*  Truth  would  do 
**  well  enough,  if  she  were  once  left  to  shift  for  herself. 
'*  She  seldom  hath  received,  and  he  feard  never  will  re* 
''  ceive  much  assistance  from  the  power  of  great  men, 
**  to  whom  she  is  but  rarely  known,  and  more  rarely 
**  welcome.  Errors  indeed  prevail,  by  the  assistance  of 
^  foreign  and  borrowed  succours.  Truth  makes  way 
**  into  our  understanding,  by  her  own  light,  and  is  but 
^  the  weaker  for  any  borrowed  force  that  violence  can 
**  add  to  her.**  These  words  of  his,  how  hard  soever 
they  may  seem  to  you,  may  help  you  to  conceive  how 
he  should  think  to  do  service  to  true  religion,  by  ro* 
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obaunending  and  persuading  such  a  toleration  as  he  pro- 
posed. And  now  pray  tell  me  yourself,  whether  you  do 
not  think  true  religion  would  be  a  gainer  by  it,  if  such 
a  toleration,  established  there,  would  permit  the  doc^ 
trine  of  the  church  of  England  to  be  freely  preached, 
and  its  worship  set  up,  in  any  popish,  mahometan,  or 
pagan  country  ?  if  you  do  not,  you  have  a  very  ill  opi- 
nion of  the  religion  of  the  church  of  England,  and  must 
own  that  it  can  only  be  propagated  and  supported  by 
force.  If  you  think  it  would  gain  in  those  countries, 
by  such  a  toleration,  you  are  then  of  the  author's  mind, 
and  do  not  find  it  so  hard  to  conceive  how  the  recom- 
mending such  a  toleration  might  do  service  to  that  Which 
you  think  true  religion.  But  if  you  allow  such  a  tole- 
ration useful  to  truth  in  other  countries,  you  must  find 
something  very  peculiar  in  the  air,  that  must  make  it 
less  useful  to  truth  in  England  ;  and  it  will  savour  of 
much  partiality,  and  be  too  absurd,  I  fear,  for  you  to 
own,  that  toleration  will  be  advantageous  to  true  reli- 
gion all  the  world  over,  except  only  in  this  island: 
though,  I  much  suspect,  this,  as  absurd  as  it  is,  lies  at 
the  bottom ;  and  you  build  all  you  say  upon  thb  lurk- 
ing supposition,  that  the  national  religion  now  in  Eng- 
land, backed  by  the  public  authority  of  the  law,  is  the 
only  true  religion,  and  therefore  no  other  is  to  he  tole- 
rated ;  which  being  a  supposition  equally  unavoidable, 
and  equally  just  in  other  countries,  unless  we  can  ima- 
gine that  every-where  but  in  England  men  believe  what 
at  the  same  time  they  think  to  be  a*  lie ;  will  in  other 
places  exclude  toleration,  and  thereby  hinder  truth 
fix)m  the  means  of  propagating  itself. 

What  the  fruits  of  toleration  are,  which  in  the  next 
words  you  complain  do  ''  remain  still  among  us,^  and 
which  you  say,  **  give  no  encouragement  to  hope  for 
^  any  advantages  from  it;"  what  fruits,  I  say,  these 
are,  or  whether  they  are  owing  to  the  want  or  wideness 
(tf  toleration  among  us,  we  shall  then  be  able  to  judge 
when  you  tell  us  what  they  are.  In  the  mean  time  I 
will  boldly  say,  that  if  the  magistrates  will  severally  and 
impartially  set  themselves  against  vice,  in  whomsoever 
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it  is  founds  and  leave  taen  to  their  own  CDnsnenoet  t  ia 
their  articles  of  foith)  and  wky^  of  worship^  '*  true  re- 
^  ligion  will  be  spread  wider,  and  be  more  froitAil  in 
^  the  lives  of  its  professcM-s^**  than  ever  hitherto  it  has 
beeb,  by  the  imposition  of  creeds  and  cetemotiies. 

You  tell  us»  **  that  no  man  can  fail  of  finding  thfe 
^  wajr  of  salvation^  who  seeks  it  as  he  ought/'  I 
wonder  you  had  not  taken  notice,  in  the  plaoes  you 
quote  for  this,  how  we  are  directed  there  to  the  right 
way  of  seekiog.  The  words^  John  vii«  17>  arei  *'  If 
^  any  mati  will  do  his  will»  he  shall  know  of  the  doe- 
<«  trine  whether  it  be  of  Qod"  And  Psalm  xxv.  9, 
It^  14,  which  are  also  quoted  by  you,  teU  us^  ^  The 
^  meek  will  he  guide  in  judgment^  and  the  meek  will 
**  he  teach  his  way.  What  man  is  he  that  feareth  the 
«'  Lord,  him  shall  he  teach  in  the  way  that  he  diall 
<<  choose.  The  secret  of  the  Lord  is  with  them  that 
*'  fear  hitn,  and  he  will  show  them  his  edvenant."  So 
that  these  places,  if  they  prove  what  you  cite  them  fw, 
**  that  no  man  can  fail  of  finding  the  way  of  salva- 
**  tion,  who  seeks  it  as  he  ought ; "  they  do  also  prove, 
that  a  good  life  is  the  only  way  to  Seek  as  we  ought ; 
and  that  therefore  the  magistrates,  if  they  would  put 
men  upoil  seeking  the  way  of  salvation  as  they  oughl, 
should,  by  their  laws  and  penalties,  force  them  to  a 
good  life ;  a  good  convei*sation  being  the  readiest  and 
surest  way  to  a  right  understanding.  Punishments 
and  severities  thus  applied,  we  are  sure,  are  both  prac- 
ticable, just,  and  useful.  How  punishments  will  prove 
in  the  way  you  contend  for,  we  shall  see  when  we  come 
to  consider  it 

Having  given  us  these  broad  marks  of  your  good- 
will to  toleration,  you  tell  US|  **  It  is  not  your  design 
to  aif^e  against  it,  but  only  to  inquire  what  our  au- 
thor offers  for  the  proof  of  his  assertion."  And  then 
you  give  us  this  scheme  of  his  ai^ument 

1 .  **  There  is  but  one  way  of  salvation,  or  but  one 
« true  religion. 

2.  **  No  man  can  be  saved  by  this  religion,  who  does 
^  not  bttteve  it  to  be  the  true  religion. 
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9k  ^  This  belief  is  to  be  Wrought  in  men  bjr  reason 
^  and  argument,  not  hf  otttwaid  force  and  comput 
•*  siottk 

4.  ^  Therefbre  all  such  force  is  utterly  of  no  use  for 
**  the  promoting  tnle  religion,  and  the  saivatioQ  of 
^  souls. 

B.  ^  And  therefore  nobody  can  hare  any  right  to 
*^  use  any  force  or  compulsion,  for  the  bringing  men 
^  to  the  true  religion." 

And  you  tell  us,  *^  the  whole  strength  of  what  that 
^  letter  urged  for  the  purpose  of  it,  lies  in  this  aigu- 
**  ment,"  which  I  think  you  have  no  more  reason  tt> 
say,  than  if  you  should  tell  us,  that  only  one  beam 
of  a  house  had  any  strength  in  itj  when  there  are 
several  others  that  would  support  the  building,  were 
that  gone. 

The  purpose  of  the  tetter  is  plainly  to  defend  tolera- 
tion, exempt  from. all  forcd;,  especially  civil  fbrc^  er 
the  force  Of  the  magbtrate*.  Now,  if  it  be  a  true  con- 
sequence ^  that  men  must  be  tolerated^  if  magistrates 
^  have  no  codimissidn  or  authority  to  punish  them  for 
*'  matters  of  rdigion ; "  then  the  only  strength  of  that 
letter  lies  not  in  the  unfitness  of  force  to  cbnvince  men's 
undersiAnding.     See  letter^  p.  S81. 

Agidn ;  if  it  be  true  that "  tiMgistrat^  being  as  liable 
^  to  ertour  as  the  rest  of  oAankiikl,  their  using  of  foree 
"  in  matters  of  religion,  would  not  at  aM  advance  the 
^  salvation  of  mankind,**  allowing  that  even  force  could 
work  upon  them^  and  magtstHites  had  authority  to  use 
it  in  teligion^  then  the  argument  you  ntention  is  not 
**  the  only  one  in  that  ktter  of  strength  to  prove  the 
''  necessity  of  tderation;''  See  letter^  p^  819.  For  the 
afgument  of  the  unfitness  of  force  to  convince  men*s 
minds  being  quite  taken  away,  either  of  the  ntber  would 
be  a  strong  proof  for  tderatidn.  But  let  us  consider 
the  argument  as  yoU  have  put  it& 

*'  llie  two  first  propositions^  yoU  say,  you  agree  to.**" 
As  to  the  thirds  you  grants  thai  *'  force  i^  v^ry  impm- 
^  per  to  be  used  to  induct  the  mind  td  assent  to  any 
"^  triith.^  But  yet  you  deay,  *'  that  foreb  is  utterlv 
^  usdess  for  the  prombtfim^  true  religion#  imd  the  mr 
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"  vation  of  inen*s  souls  : "  which  you  call  the  author's 
fourth  proposition  ;  but  indeed  that  is  not  the  author's 
fourth  proposition,  or  any  proposition  of  his,  to  be  found 
in  the  pages  you  quote,  or  any-where  else  in  the  whole 
letter,  either  in  those  terms,  or  in  the  sense  you  take 
it.     In  page  SIQ,  which  you  quote,  the  author  is  show- 
ing that  the  magistrate  has  no  power,  that  is,  no  right, 
to  make  use  of  force  in  matters  of  religion,  for  the  sal- 
vation of  men's  souls.     And  the  reason  he  gives  for  it 
there,  is,  because  force  has  no  eflBcacy  to  convince  men's 
minds ;  and  that  without  a  full  persuasion  of  the  mind, 
the  profession  of  the  true  religion  itself  is  not  accept- 
able to  God.     "  Upon  this  ground,  says  he,  I  affirm 
'*  that  the  magistrate's  power  extends  not  to  the  esta- 
"  blishing  any  articles  of  faith,  or  forms  of  worship, 
by  the  force  of  his  laws.     For  laws  are  of  no  force 
at  all  without  penalties ;  and  penalties  in  this  case  are 
absolutely  impertinent,  because  they  are  not  proper 
''  to  convince  the  mind."    And  so  again,  p.S31,  which 
is  the  other  place  you  quote,  the  author  says :  **  What- 
'*  soever  may  be  doubted  in  religion,  yet  this  at  least  is 
**  certain,  that  no  religion  which  I  believe  not  to  be 
**  true,  can  be  either  true,  or  profitable  unto  me.    In 
vain  therefore  do   princes  compel  their  subjects  to 
come  into  their  church-communion,  under  the  pre- 
tence of  saving  their  souk."     And  more  to  this  pur- 
pose.    But  in  neither  of  those  passages,  nor  any-where 
else,  that  I  remember,  does  the  author  say  that  it  is  im- 
possible that  force  should  any  way,  at  any  time,  upon 
any  person,  by  any  accident,  be  useful  towards  the  pro- 
moting of  true  religion,  and  the  salvation  of  souls ;  for 
that  is  it  which  you  mean  by  *'  utterly  of  no  use."    He 
does  not  deny  that  there  is  any  thing  whicl\  God  in  his 
goodness  does  not,  or  may  not,  sometimes  graciously 
make  use  of  towards  the  salvation  of  men's  souls ;  as 
our  Saviour  did  of  clay  and  spittle  to  cure  blindness ; 
and  that  so  force  also  may  be  sometimes  useful.     But 
that  which  he  denies,  and  you  grant,  is,  that  force  has 
any  proper  efficacy  to  enlighten  the  understanding,  or 
produce  belief.    And  from  thence  he  infers,  that  there- 
fore the  magistrate  cannot  lawfully  compel  men  in  mat- 
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ters  of  religion.  This  is  what  the  author  says,  and 
what  I  imagine  will  always  hold  true,  whatever  you  or 
any  one  can  say  or  think  to  the  contrary. 

That  which  you  say  is,  "  Force  indirectly  and  at  a 
**  distance  may  do  some  service."  What  you  mean  by 
doing  service  at  a  distance,  towards  the  bringing  men 
to  salvation,  or  to  embrace  the  truth,  I  confess  I  do  not 
understand ;  unless  perhaps  it  be  what  others,  in  pro* 
priety  of  speech,  call  by  accident.  But  be  it  what  it 
will,  it  is  such  a  service  as  cannot  be  ascribed  to  the 
direct  and  proper  efficacy  of  force.  And  so,  say  you, 
**  Force,  indirectly,  and  at  a  distance,  may  do  some 
**  service.**  I  grant  it :  make  your  best  of  it.  What 
do  you  conclude  from  thence,  to  your  purpose  ?  That 
therefore  the  magistrate  may  make  use  of  it  ?  That  I 
deny,  that  such  an  indirect,  and  at  a  distance  useful- 
ness, will  authorise  the  dvil  power  in  the  use  of  it, 
that  will  never  be  proved.  Loss  of  estate  and  digni- 
ties may  make  a  proud  man  humble :  sufferings  and 
imprisonment  may  make  a  wild  and  debauched  man  so- 
ber :  and  so  these  things  may  **  indirectly,  and  at  a  dis- 
*^  tance,  be  serviceable  towards  the  salvation  of  men*s 
**  souls."  I  doubt  not  but  God  has  made  some,  or  all 
of  these,  the  occasions  of  good  to  many  men.  But  will 
you  therefore  infer,  that  the  magistrate  may  take  away 
a  roan's  honour,  or  estate,  or  liberty  for  the  salvation 
of  his  soul ;  or  torment  him  in  this,  that  he  may  be  happy 
in  the  other  world?  What  is  otherwise  unlawful  in 
ifself,  as  it  certainly  is  to  punish  a  man  without  a  fault ; 
can  never  be  made  lawful  by  some  good  that,  indirectly 
and  at  a  distance,  or,  if  you  please,  indirectly  and  by 
accident,  may  follow  from  it.  Running  a  man  through, 
may  save  his  life,  as  it  has  done  by  chance,  opening  a 
lurking  imposthume.  But  will  you  say  therefore,  that 
this  is  lawful,  justifiable  chirurgery  ?  The  gallies,  it  is 
like,  might  reduce  many  a  vain,  loose  protestant  to  re* 
pentance,  sobriety  of  thought,  and  a  true  sense  of  reli- 
gion :  and  the  torments  they  suffered  in  the  late  perse- 
cution might  make  several  consider  the  pains  of  heU, 
and  put  a  due  estimate  of  vanity  and  contempt  Qn  aU 
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tbiogsi  of  this  world.  But  wiU  you  say^  because  t^oie 
puuiahinenta  might,  indirectly  and  at  a  distauoe,  serve 
to  the  salvation  of  men's  soulsj  tbat  .theiefore  the  king 
of  France  had  right  authority  to  make  use  of  them  ? 
)f  your  indirect  and  at  a  distance  serviceableness  may 
(iutbqrissfi  the  magistrate  to  use  force  in  reKg^on,  all  the 
cruelties  used  by  the  heathens  agsunst  cbrisitianQ>  by  par 
pists  against  protestants,  and  all  the  persecuting  of 
christians  one  among  another  wt  all  Justifiable. 

But  what  if  I  should  tell  you  now  of  other  effects, 
Gonirary  effects,  that  punishments  in  matters  of  religion 
may  produce ;  and  so  may  serve  to  keqi  men  from  the 
truth  and  from  salvation  ?  What  then  will  'become  of 
your  indirect  and  at  a  distance  usefulness  ?  For  in  all 
pleas  for  any  thing  because  of  its  usefulness,  it  is  not 
enough  to  say  as  you  do,  and  is  the  utmost  that  can  be 
said  for  it,  that  it  may  be  serviceable  :  but  it  must  he 
considered  not  only  what  it  may,  but  what  it  is  likely 
to  produce  :  and  the  greater  good  or  harm  like  to  come 
from  it  ought  to  determine  the  use  of  it.  To  show 
you  what  effects  one  may  expect  from  force,  of  what 
usefulness  it  is  to  bring  men  to  embrace  the  truth,  be 
pleased  to  read  what  you  yourself  have  writ :  <^  I  can- 
**  not  but  remark,  say  you,  that  these  methods  (vis. 
<'  deriving  men  of  estates,  corporal  punishment,  starve 
^  ing  and  tormenting  them  in  prisons,  and  hi  the  end 
^  even  taking  away  their  lives,  to  make  them  chris«> 
^  tians)  are  so  very  improper  in  respect  to  the  design 
^  of  them,  that  they  usually  produce  the  quite  con* 
^  trary  effect.  For  whereas  all  the  use  which  force  can 
^  have  for  the  advancing  true  religion,  and  the  salva- 
**  tion  of  souls,  is  (as  has  already  been  showed)  by  die** 
^  posing  men  to  submit  to  instruction,  and  to  give  a 
**  fair  hearing  tp  the  reasons  which  are  offered  for  the 
**  enlightening  their  minds,  and  discovering  the  trutb 
^  to  them ;  these  cruelties  have  the  misfortune  to  be 
^  commonly  looked  upon  as  so  just  a  prejudice  agaioit 
^  any  religion  that  uses  them,  as  makes  it  needless  to 
^  lode  any  ffirther  into  it  2  and  to  tempt  men  to  rejert 
<^  it,  as  both  ^Rlse  and  detestable,  without  ever  vpiieh* 
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*^  of  It,  This  eQeet  they  s^qoi  fail  to  work  iipoQ  the 
**  aufiereri  of  them*  An4  aa  to  the  spectntora,  if  thejp" 
^^  he  oet  beforehand  well  instrueted  in  those  gponndu 
**  mA  oMiliveik  they  wiU  be  much  tempted  ^kewipa 
**  pot  only  to  entertain  the  same  opinion  of  su^  a  re^ 
**  ligions  hut  witlial  to  judge  muoh  more  favQurabJty 
**  of  that  of  the  aufferers ;  whQ»  they  will  be  apt  ta 
'<  tbinhft  wwld  not  expose  themselyea  to  such  extree 
**  mitiMi  which  they  might  ayoid  by  compliaQce.  if 
'*  they  wefe  net  thoroughly  satis^  ^  the  justice  of 
*^  their  cause,"  Here  then  you  allow  that  taking  away 
men's  estates,  or  liberty*  and  corporal  punlshmepUb 
are  apt  tn  driye  away  both  sufferers  and  spectators  ttom 
th^  religion  that  makes  use  of  them*  rather  than  to  it. 
And  so  these  you  renounce.  Now  if  you  give  up  pu- 
nishments qf  a  mai^  in  his  persons  liberty,  and  estate^ 
J  thin)c  we  need  not  stand  with  yous  for  any  other  pu- 
qishmenta  that  \nay  be  made  use  of  But,  by  what  fol* 
lows,  it  seems  you  shelter  yourself  under  the  name  of 
severities*  For  moderate  punishments,  as  you  call  them 
in  another  place,  you  think  may  he  serviceable ;  indi* 
r^ly^  and  at  a  dist^nee  serviceable,  to  bring  men  to 
the  trvtht  And  I  say,  any  sort  of  punishments  dispror 
pertiQBed  to  the  offence,  or  where  there  is  no  lault  at 
all,  will  always  be  severity,  UT\justiiiable  severity, and  will 
he  thought  so  by  the  lufferers  and  by-standera;  and  so  will 
usually  prc^duce  the  effects  you  have  mentioned,  eoptnuy 
ta  the  design  they  are  used  for.  Not  to  profesa  the  na- 
tional faith,  whilst  one  believes  it  not  to  he  true ; .  not 
to  ent^  into  ehurch-communion  with  the  magistrate 
as  long  aa  9n«  judges  the  doctrine  there  {u^ofess^  to  be 
erreneous,  or  the  wofiship  pQt  such  as  God  has  either 
prescpbeds  pr  will  accept ;  this  you  allow,  and  all  the 
world  wiUi  you  must  allow,  not  to  be  a  fault  Put  yet 
you  would  have  men  punished  Ibr  not  being  of  the  na- 
Uwal  legion  3  that  is,  aa  you  yonraelf  confess,  for  no 
f^nlt  at  all.  Whether  this  be  not  severity,  nay  so  opm 
and  avowed  injustice,  that  it  will  give  men  a  just  pr«^- 

jiidiw  acaiaat  Ihe  rd^gion  thfi^  w^s  it,  and  pr<^WQ  ^ 
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those  ill  effects  you  there  mention,  I  leave  you  to  con- 
sider. So  that  the  name  of  severities,  in  opposition  to 
the  moderate  punishments  you  speak  for,  can  do  you 
no  service  at  all.  For  where  there  is  no  fault,  there 
can  be  no  moderate  punishment :  all  punishment  is  im- 
moderate, where  there  is  no  fault  to  be  punished.  But 
of  your  moderate  punishment  we  shall  have  occasion  to 
speak  more  in  another  place.  It  suffices  here  to  have 
shown,  that,  whatever  punishments  you  use,  they  are 
as  likely  to  drive  men  from  the  religion  that  uses  them, 
as  to  bring  them  to  the  truth ;  and  much  more  likely, 
as  we  shall  see  before  we  have  done :  and  so  by  your 
own  confession  they  are  not  to  be  used. 

One  thing  in  this  passage  of  the  author,  it  seems,  ap- 
pears absurd  to  you ;  that  he  should  say,  **  That  to  take 
^  away  men's  lives,  to  make  them  christians,  was  but 
*<  an  ill  way  of  expressing  a  design  of  their  salvation.** 
I  grant  there  is  great  absurdity  somewhere  in  the  case. 
But  it  is  in  the  practice  of  those  who,  persecuting  men 
under  a  pretence  of  bringing  them  to  salvation,  suffer 
the  temper  of  their  good-will  to  betray  itself,  in  tak- 
ing away  their  lives.  And  whatever  absurdities  there 
be  in  this  way  of  proceeding,  there  is  none  in  the  au* 
thorns  way  of  expressing  it ;  as  you  would  more  plainly 
have  seen,  if  you  had  looked  into  the  Latin  original, 
where  the  words  are,  **  Vitd  denique  ipsd  privant,  ut 
**  fideles,  ut  salvi  fiant ; "  which,  though  more  literally, 
might  be  thus  rendered,  ^^  to  bring  them  to  the  faith 
^*  and  to  salvation ; "  yet  the  translator  is  not  to  be 
blamed,  if  he  chose  to  express  the  sense  of  the  author, 
in  words  that  very  livelily  represented  the  extreme  ab- 
sui*dity  they  are  guilty  of,  who  under  pretence  of  zeal 
for  the  salvation  of  souls,  proceed  to  the  taking  away 
their  lives*  An  example  whereof  we  have  in  a  neigh- 
bouring country,  where  the  prince  declares  he  will  have 
all  his  dissenting  subjects  saved,  and  pursuant  thereunto 
has  taken  away  the  lives  of  many  of  them.  For  thither 
at  last  persecution  must  come :  as  I  fear,  notwithstand- 
ing your  talk  of  moderate  punishments,  you  yourself 
ftntimate  in  these  words :  **  Not  that  I  think  thie  swor4 
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^  18  to  be  used  in  this  business  (as  I  have  sufficiently 
**  declared  already ),  but.  because  all  coactive  power  re* 
'*  solves  at  last  into  the  sword ;  since  all  (I  do  not  say 
**  that  will  not  be  reformed  in  this  matter  by  lesser  pe« 
**  nalties,  but)  that  refuse  to  submit  to  lesser  penalties 
^  must  at  last  fall  under  the  stroke  of  it/'  In  which 
wcrnis,  if  you  mean  any  thing  to  the  business  in  hand» 
you  seem  to  have  a  reserve  for  greater  punishments^ 
when  lesser  are  not  sufficient  to  bring  men  to  be  con*- 
vinced*    But  let  that  pass. 

You  say,  <'  if  force  be  used,  not  instead  of  reason 
*'  and  arguments,  that  is,  not  to  coavince  by  its  own 
^  proper  efficacy,  which  it  cannot  do,"  &c.  I  think  those 
who  make  laws,  and  use  force,  to  bring  men  to  church- 
conformity  in  religion,  seek  only  the  compliance,  but 
concern  themselves  not  for  the  conviction  of  those  they 
punish ;  and  so  never  use  force  to  convince.  For,  pray 
tell  me,  when  any  dissenter  conforms,  and  enters  into 
the  church-communion,  is  he  ever  examined  to  see  whe* 
ther  he  does  it  upon  reason,  and  conviction,  and  such 
grounds  as  would  become  a  christian  concerned  for  re- 
ligion ?  If  persecution,  as  is  pretended,  were  for  the 
salvation  of  men*s  souls,  this  would  be  done ;  and  men 
not  driven  to  take  the  sacrament  to  keep  their  places, 
or  to  obtain  licences  to  sell  ale,  for  so  low  have  these 
holy  things  been  prostituted ;  who  perhaps  knew  no- 
thing of  its  institution,  and  considered  no  other  use  of 
it  but  the  securing  some  poor  secular  advantage,  which 
without  taking  of  it  they  should  have  lost.  So  that  this 
exception  of  yours,  of  the  *'  use  of  force,  instead  of 
'*  arguments,  to  convince  men,''  I  think  is  needless; 
those  who  use  it,  not  being,  that  ever  I  heard,  concerned 
that  men  should  be  convinced. 

But  you  go  on  in  telling  us  your  way  of  using  force, 
**  only  to  bring  men  to  consider  those  reasons  and  ar- 
**  guments,  which  are  proper  and  sufficient  to  con- 
**  vince  them ;  but  which,  without  being  forced,  they 
**  would  not  consider."  And,  say  you,  "  who  can  deny 
**  but  that,  indirectly  and  at  a  distance,  it  does  some 
^service,  towards  bringing  men  to  embrace  that  truth. 
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<*  whidi  Mtber  through  negUgenoe  they  would  never 
^  acquaint  themselves  with»  or  through  prejudiee»  they 
<<  would  rtgect  and  condemn  unheard  ?  "  Whether  this 
way  of  punishment  is  like  to  increase,  or  remove  pre* 
judice,  we  hare  already  seen.  And  what  that  truth  is, 
which  you  can  positively  say  any  m^n,  ^^  without  being 
<^.  forced  by  punishment,  would  through  carelesanesa 
'^  never  acquaint  himself  with,"  I  desire  you  to  name. 
Some  are  called  at  the  third,  some  at  the  ninth,  and 
some  at  the  eleventh  hour.  And  whencTer  they  are 
called,  they  embrace  aU  the  truth  necessary  to  saWation. 
But  these  slips  may  be  foi^ven,  amongst  so  many  gross 
and  palpable  mistakes,  as  appear  to  me  all  through  yqur 
discourse.  For  example :  you  tell  us  that  ^^  forqe  used 
**  to  bring  men  to  consider,  does»  indirectly,  and  at  ji 
^  distance,  some  service."  Here  now  you  walk  in  the 
dark,  and  endeavour  to  cover  yourself  with  obscurity^ 
by  emitting  two  necessary  parts.  As  first,  who  must 
use  this  force :  which,  though  you  tell  us  not  here^  yet 
by  other  parts  of  your  treatise  it  is  pliun  you  mean  the 
magistrate.  And,  secondly,  you  omit  to  say  upon  whoa^ 
it  must  be  used^  who  it  is  must'  be  punished :  and  thosos 
if  you  say  any  thing  to  your  purpose,  must  be  dissent- 
ers frqm  the  national  religion,  those  who  come  nQt  into 
ohurch-<3ommunion  with  the  magistrate.  And  then  your 
proposition,  in  fair  plain  terms,  will  stand  thus :  ^  If 
'^  the  magistrate  punish  dissenters,  only  to  bring  them 
^  to  cqnsider  those  reasons  and  arguments  wtuch  ai^ 
^  proper  to  convince  them ;  who  can  deny  but  that, 
<<  indirectly  and  at  a  distance,  it  may  do  service,  &w* 
f^  towaris  bringing  men  to  embrace  that  truth  which 
*<  otherwise  they  would  never  he  acquainted  with?^ 
&c.  In  which  proposition,  1.  There  is  something  imi* 
practicahte.  2.  Something  |ii\just.  And,  3.  Whatever 
efficacy  there  is  in  force,  your  way  applied,  to  bring 
men  to  consider  and  be  convinced,  it  makes  agmnst 
you. 

1.  It  is  impraptieahle  to  punish  dissenters,  as  dissent- 
ers, only  to  make  them  consider.  For  if  you  punish 
them  as  disseatess^  as  certainly  you  d%  if  you  punish 


tibem  aloDfli  and  them  all  witbput  exceptioq,  yoi^  pi|«^ 
Disli  them  for  not  being  of  the  national  religion.  Aq4 
to  punisb  a  man  for  not  being  of  the  national  religioq, 
18  not  to  punish  him  only  to  ma^a  hipi  cq^sid^r ;  Hn<i 
less  not  to  be  of  the  national  r^ligioii,  and  no^  to  c^^ 
aider,  be  the  same  thing*  Bi|t  you  wiU  s^y,  the  design 
is  only  to  make  dissenters  consider ;  f^nd  therefore  thef 
may  be  punished  only  to  ina^e  them  consider*  ^o  thia 
I  reply ;  it  is  impossible  yon  should  punish  on^  wit}i  a 
design  only  to  make  him  consider,  whom  you  punish 
ffxt  something  else  besides  want  of  consideration  \  or  if 
you  punish  him  whether  he  consider  pr  po ;  as  you  dn» 
if  you  lay  penalties  on  dissenters  in  generfd.  If  you 
should  make  a  law  to  punish  all  stanw^epei^ ;  cquld  ^pf 
one  believe  you»  if  you  said  it  was  designed  only  tp 
inake  them  leave  swearing  ?  Would  not  ev^ry  one  seii 
it  was  impossible  that  punishment  should  be  only  figaipsit 
swearing,  when  all  stammerers  were  under  the  penalty  ^ 
fiuch  a  proposal  as  this  is,  in  itself,  at  first  sight  mon-* 
strously  absurd.  But  you  must  thanl^  yourself  for  \\^ 
For  to  lay  penalties  upon  stammerers,  only  to  make 
them  not  swear,  is  not  more  absurd  and  impossible  thau 
it  is  to  lay  penalties  upon  dissenters  only  tp  make  theq) 
consider. 

S.  To  punish  men  out  of  the  cpmmynion  pf  the  fut^ 
tional  church,  to  make  them  consider!  il^  unjust.  They 
are  punished,  because  out  of  the  national  churc)i ;  find 
they  are  out  of  the  national  church*  bp^ftuse  they  ar? 
not  yet  convinced.  Their  standing  put  therefore  in  this 
state,  whilst  they  are  not  convinced,  nqt  satisfied  ip  thpir 
minds,  is  no  fault ;  and  therefore  cannpt  justly  h^  pu-r 
nished.  But  your  method  is,  ^^  Puni^  them,  to  ma^f 
^*  them  consider  such  reasons  and  arguments  a^  are  pro* 
^  per  to  convince  them."  Which  is  just  such  justice, 
as  it  would  be  for  the  mi^^trate  to  punish  you  for  not 
being  a  cartesian,  '*  only  to  bring  3^pu  to  consider  fpich 
reasons  and  arguments  as  are  proper  and  suffiqient 
to  convince  you : "  when  it  is  possible,  }.  That  you 
being  satisfied  of  the  tnith  of  your  pwn  opiiupn  in  phi- 
losaphy,  did  not  judge  it  worth  whilp  ^i^  eqnsid^r  t^t 
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of  Des  Cartes.  2.  It  is  possible  you  are  not  able  to 
consider  and  examine  all  the  proofs  and  grounds  upon 
which  he  endeavours  to  establish  his  philosophy.  3. 
Possibly  you  have  examined,  and  can  find  no  reasons 
and  arguments  proper  and  sufficient  to  convince  you. 

3.  Whatever  indirect  efficacy  there  be  in  force,  ap- 
plied by  the  magistrate  your  way,  it  makes  against  you. 
'<*  Force  used  by  the  magistrate  to  bring  men  to  con- 
^  sider  those  reasons  and  arguments,  which  are  proper 
^  and  sufficient  to  convince  them,  but  which  without 
^  being  forced  they  would  not  consider;  may,  say  you, 
^  be  serviceable,  indirectly  and  at  a  distance,  to  make 
^  men  embrace  the  truth  which  must  save  them.'"    And 
thus,  say  I,  it  must  be  serviceable  to  bring  men  to  re- 
ceive and  embrace  falsehood,  which  will  destroy  them. 
So  that  force  and  punishment,  by  your  own  confession, 
not  being  able  directly,  by  its  proper  efficacy,  to  do 
men  any  good,  in  reference  to  their  future  estate ;  though 
it  be  sure  directly  to  do  them  harm,  in  reference  to  their 
present  condition  here ;  and  indirectly,  and  in  your  way 
of  applying  it,  being  proper  to  do  at  least  as  much 
harm  as  good,  I  desire  to  know  what  the  usefulness  is 
which  so  much  reccommends  it,  even  to  a  degree  that 
you  pretend  it  needful  and  necessary.     Had  you  some 
new  untried  chymical  preparation,  that  was  as  proper 
to  kill  as  to  save  an  infirm  man,  of  whose  life  I  hope 
you  would  not  be  more  tender  than  of  a  weak  brother's 
soul;  would  you  give  it  your  child,  or  try  it  upon  your 
friend,  or  recommerid  it  to  the  world  for  its  rare  use- 
fulness ?  I  deal  yerj  favourably  with  you,  when  I  say  as 
proper  to  kill  as  to  save.     For  force,  in  your  indirect 
way,  of  the  magistrate's  ^^  applying  to  make  men  con- 
^  sider  those  arguments  that  otherwise  they  would  not ; 
*'  to  make  them  lend  an  ear  to  those  who  tell  them 
^<  they  have  mistaken  their  way,  and  offer  to  show  them 
'^  the  right ; "  I  say,  in  this  way,  force  is  much  more 
proper,  and  likely,  to  make  men  receive  and  embrace 
errour  than  the  truth. 

1.  Because  men  out  of  the  right  way  are  as  apt,  I 
think  I  may  say,  apter  to  use  force,  than  others.    For 
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truth,  I  mean  the  truth  of  the  Gospel,  which  is  that 
of  the  true  religion,  is  mild,  and  gentle,  and  meek,  and 
apter  to  use  prayers  and  intreaties,  dian  force,  to  gain 
a  hearing. 

9.  Because  the  magistrates  of  the  world,  or  the  civii 
sovereigns,  as  you  think  it  more  proper  to  call  them, 
being  few  of  them  in  the  right  way ;  not  one  of  ten, 
take  which  side  you  will,  perhaps  you  will  grant  not 
one  of  an  hundred,  being  of  the  true  religion ;  it  is 
likely  your  indirect  way  of  using  of  force  would  do  an 
hundred,  or  at  least  ten  times  as  much  harm  as  good ; 
especially  if  you  consider,  that  as  the  magistrate  will 
certainly  use  it  to  force  men  to  hearken  to  the  proper 
ministers  of  his  religion,  let  it  be  what  it  will :  so  you 
having  set  no  time,  nor  bounds,  to  this  consideration 
of  ailments  and  reasons,  short  of  being  convinced ; 
you,  under  another  pretence,  put  into  the  magistrate's 
hands  as  much  power  to  force  men  to  his  religion,  as 
any  the  openest  persecutors  can  pretend  to.  For  what 
difference,  I  beseech  you,  between  punishing  you  to 
bring  you  to  mass,  and  punishing  you  to  consider  those 
reasons  and  arguments  which  are  proper  and  sufficient 
to  convince  you  that  you  ought  to  go  to  mass  ?  For  till 
you  are  brought  to  consider  reasons  and  arguments  pro- 
per and  sufficient  to  convince  you ;  that  is,  till  you  are 
convinced,  you  are  punished  on.  If  you  reply,  you 
meant  reasons  and  arguments  proper  and  sufficient  to 
convince  them  of  the  truth :  I  answer,  if  you  meant 
so,  why  did  you  not  say  so  ?  But  if  you  had,  it  would 
in  this  case  do  you  little  service.  For  the  mass,  in 
France  is  as  much  supposed  the  truth,  as  the  liturgy 
here.  And  your  way  of  applying  force  will  as  much 
promote  popery  in  France,  as  protestantism  in  England. 
And  so  you  see  how  serviceable  it  is  to  make  men  re- 
ceive  and  embrace  the  truth  that  must  save«  them. 

However  you  tell  us,  in  the  same  page,  that  **i( 
**  force  so  applied,  as  is  above-mentioned,  may  in  such 
**  sort  as  has  been  said,  i.  e.  indirectly  and  at  a  dis- 
**  tance,  be  serviceable  to  bring  men  to  receive  and 
'*  embrace  truth,  you  think  it  sufficient  to  show  the 


^  ttsrfultiess  of  it  iQ  religion :  **  where  I  shall  obset'ti^, 
1.  thit  IfaiB  usefhlness  amoUlits  to  no  more  but  thi8> 
that  it  is  not  impossible  but  that  it  maj  be  useful*  And 
such  an  usefulness  one  cannot  deny  to  auricubr  contin^ 
Hion,  doing  oi  penance^  going  of  a  pilgrimage  to  some 
saints  and  what  not«  Yet  our  church  does  not  think 
fit  t6  use  them :  though  it  cannot  be  denied,  but  the)r 
may  hare  some  of  your  indirect  and  at  a  distance  use- 
fulness ;  that  is>  perhaps  may  do  tome  service  indirectly 
and  by  Accident; 

S.  Force,  your  way  applied,  as  it  may  be  useflil,  so 
also  it  may  be  useless.  For,  1.  Where  the  law  punishes 
dissenters,  without  teUing  them  it  is  to  make  them  con^ 
sider^  they  may  through  ignorance  and  oversight  neg- 
lect to  do  it|  and  so  your  force  proves  useless.  2.  Some 
diflseiiters  may  hbve  considered  already,  and  then  force 
Employed  upon  them  must  needs  be  useless ;  unless  yoU 
can  think  it  useful  to  punish  a  man  to  make  him  do  that 
which  he  has  done  dready.  8.  God  has  not  directed 
it:  and  therefore  we  have  no  reason  to  expect  he 
should  make  it  successful. 

t.  It  may  be  hurtful :  nay,  it  is  likely  to  prove  more 
hurtful  than  useftiL  1 .  Because  to  punish  men  fbr  that, 
which  it  is  visible  cannot  be  known  whether  they  have 
performed  or  no,  is  so  palpable  an  itijustice,  that  it  is 
likeliei^  to  give  them  an  aversion  to  the  persons^  and  r^ 
ligion  that  uses  it,  than  to  bring  them  to  it.  S.  Becausfe 
the  greatest  part  of  mankind,  being  not  able  to  discerh 
betwixt  truth  and  falsehood,  that  depend  upon  long  and 
many  proofs,  and  remote  consequences;  nor  Imvin^ 
ability  enough  to  discover  the  false  grounds,  and  resist 
the  captious  and  fallacious  arguments  of  learned  men 
versed  in  controversies ;  are  so  much  more  exposed  to  it 
by  the  force  which  is  used  to  make  them  hearken  to  the 
information  and  instruction  of  men  appointed  to  it  by 
the  magistrate,  or  those  of  his  religion,  to  be  led  into 
fidsehood  and  errour,  than  they  are  likely  this  way  to  be 
brought  to  embrace  the  truth  that  must  save  them ;  by 
how  much  the  national  religions  of  the  world  are^  be- 
yond coinparison^  more  of  them  false  or  erroneous,  thdii 
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mich  as  have  God  for  their  author^  atid  truth  for  thdr 
stBDdardfc  And  that  seeking^  and  examining^  without 
the  spedal  erara  of  Glodi  will  not  secure  feven  knowing 
and  learned  men  Aom  errour ;  we  hare  a  fambus  in- 
stante  in  the  two  Bjeynoldft*s>  both  scholars  and  bro- 
ihian,  but  one  a  protestant^  the  other  a  papist^  who, 
upon  tbt  exchange  of  papers  between  tbfam^  Were  both 
turned ;  but  so  that  neither  of  them,  with  all  the  argu- 
ments he  oauld  use^  could  bring  his  toither  back  td  the 
rdigibn  which  he  himself  had  foutad  reason  tO  embraet. 
Here  was  ability  to  examine  and  Jiidgei  beyond  the  or- 
dinary rate  of  most  men.  Yet  one  trf*  tliese  brothei^ 
was  so  ealight  by  the  sophistry  and  skill  oi  the  other, 
that  he  Was  brought  into  errour,  ftoih  which  hi  douM 
never  again  be  extricated.  This  we  must  unavoidably 
conclude ;  unless  we  can  think,  that  ilrherein  they  dif- 
fetedy  they  were  both  in  the  right ;  or  that  truth  can 
be  all  argument  to  support  a  falsehood ;  both  whidi  are 
impossible.  And  now,  I  pray,  which  of  these  two  bra- 
tiiers  would  you  have  punished,  to  make  him  bethink 
himself  and  bring  him  bade  to  the  truth  ?  Fot  it  is 
certain  some  iU^rounded  cause  of  assent  alienated  ode 
of  them  ft*om  it*  If  you  wiU  examine  your  principled, 
you  will  find  that,  according  to  your  rule^  the  papist 
must  be  punished  in  England,  and  the  protestant  in 
.Italy.  So  that,  in  effect,  by  yobr  rule  passion^  hu- 
mour, prejudice,  lust,  impressions  qf  education,  admi- 
ration of  persons^  worldly  respect,  and  the  like  incom- 
petent motives,  must  always  be  supposed  on  that  side 
on  which  the  magistrate  is  not  i  ' 

I  have  taken  the  pains  here,  in  A  short  reoapitulatiod, 
to  give  you  the  view  of  the  useAiln^s  of  force,  your  Way 
applied)  which  you  make  such  a  noise  with,  and  lay  so 
much  stress  on.  Whereby  I  doubt  not  but  it  is  visible, 
that  its  useAilness  and  uselessness  laid  in  the  balance 
against  each  other,  the  pretended  useftilness  is  so  ftr 
from  outweighing,  that  it  can  neither  encourage  nor  e)c- 
euse  the  using  of  punishtnetits )  which  are  not  lawfiil  to 
be  Used  in  our  case  without  strong  probability  of  suc- 
Icess^    But  when  to  its  uselessness  mischief  is  added^  atid 


80       A  Second  Letter  concerning  ToleriUidn. 

it  is  evident  that  more,  much  more,  barm  may  be  ex- 
pected from  it  than  good ;  your  own  argument  returns 
upon  you.  For  if  it  be  reasonable  to  use  it,  because  it 
may  be  serviceable  to  promote  true  religion,  and  the 
^salvation  of  souls :  it  is  much  more  reasonable  to  let  it 
alone,  if  it  may  be  more  serviceable  to  the  promoting 
falsehood  and  the  perdition  of  souls.  And  therefore 
you  will  do  well  hereafter  not  to  build  so  much  on  the 
usefulness  of  £31*06,  applied  your  way,  your  indirect  and 
at  a  distance  usefulness,  which  amounts  but  to  the 
shadow  and  possibility  of  usefulness,  but  with  an  over- 
balancing weight  of  mischief  and  harm  annexed  to  it. 
Por  upon  a  just  estimate,  this  indirect^  and  at  a  distance, 
usefulness,  can  directly  go  for  nothing ;  or  rather  less 
than  nothing. 

But  suppose  force,  applied  your  way,  were  as  useful 
for  the  promoting  true  religion,  as  I  suppose  I  have 
showed  it  to  be  the  contrary ;  it  does  not  from  hence 
follow  that  it  is  lawful  and  may  be  used.  It  may  be 
▼ery  useful  in  a  parish  that  has  no  teacher,  or  as  bad  as 
jione,  that  a  lay-man  who  wanted  not  abilities  for  it, 
for  such  we  may  suppose  to  be,  should  sometimes  preach 
to  them  the  doctrine  of  the  gospel,  and  stir  them  up  to 
the  duties  of  a  good  life.  And  yet  this  (which  can- 
not be  denied^  may  be  at  least  *'  indirectly,  and,  at  a 
**  distance,  serviceable  towards  the  promoting  true  re^ 
''  ligion,  and  the  salvation  of  souls,")  you  will  not,  I 
imagine,  allow,  for  this  usefulness  to  be  lawful :  and 
that  because  he  has  not  commission  and  authority  to 
do  it.  The  same  might  be  said  of  the  administration  of 
the  sacraments,  and  any  other  function  of  the  priestly 
office.  This  is  just  our  case.  Granting  force,  as  you 
say,  indirectly  and  at  a  distance,  useful  to  the  salvation 
of  men's  souls ;  yet  it  does  not  therefore  follow  that  it 
is  lawful  for  the  magistrate  to  use  it :  because  as  the 
author  says,  the  magistrate  has  no  commission  or  au- 
thority to  do  so.  For  however  you  have  put  it  thus,  as 
you  liave  framed  the  author^s  ailment,  **  force  is  ut- 
^*  terly  of  no  use  for  the  promoting  of  true  religion, 
^  and  the  salvation  of  souls;  and  therefore  no-body 
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^  can  have  an j  right  to  use  any  force  or  oompulsioli  fbr 
^  the  bringtfig  men  to  the  true  religion;  yet  the 
author  does  not,  in  those  pages  you  quote,  make  the 
latter  of  these  propositions  an  inference  barely  from  ttie 
former ;  but  makes  use  of  it  as  a  truth  proved  by  aeve* 
ral  arguments  he  had  before  brought  to  that  purpose. 
For  though  it  be  a  good  argument ;  it  is  not  nseAil, 
therefore  not  fit  to  be  used :  yet  this  vHll  not  be  good 
iogk: ;  it  is  useful,  therefore  any  one  has  a  right  to  use 
it  For  if  the  usefulness  makes  it  lawful,  it  makes  ii 
law  All  in  any  hands  that  can  so  apply  it ;  and  so  private 
men  may  use  it. 

*'  Who  can  deny,  say  you,  but  that  fbrce^  indirectly 
^  and  at  a  distance,  may  do  some  service  towards  the 
**  bringing  men  to  embrace  that  truth,  which  otherwise 
^  they  would  never  acquaint  themselves  with  ?  "  If  this 
be  good  arguing  in  you,  for  the  usefulness  of  force  to^ 
wards  the  saving  of  men-s  souls ;  give  me  leave  to  argue 
after  the  same  fashion.  1. 1  will  suppose,  which  you 
will  not  deny  me,  that  as  there  are  many  who  take  up 
their  religion  upon  wrong  grounds,  to  the  endangering 
of  their  souls ;  so  there  are  many  that  abandon  them* 
selves  to  the  heat  of  their  lusts,  to  the  endangering  of 
their  souls.  S.  I  will  suppose,  that  as  force  applied 
your  way  is  apt  to  make  the  inconsiderate  consider,  so 
force  ap[^ied  another  way  is  apt  to  make  the  lasdvioua 
chaste.  The  argument  then,  in  your  fomi,  wiU  stand 
thus ;  ^  Who  can  deny  but  that  force,  indtfecCly  and 
^  at  a  distance,  may,  by  castration,  do  some  service  to* 
**  wards  bringing  men  to  embrace  that  diastity,  which 
^  otherwise  they  would  never  acquit  themselves  with  ?** 
Thus,  you  see,  **  castration  may,  indirectly  and  at  a 
**  distance,  be  serviceable  towards  the  salvation  of  men's 
^  souls."  But  will  you  say,  from  such  an  useAilness  U 
this,  because  it  may,  indirectly  and  at  a  distance^  con- 
duce to  the  saving  of  any  of  his  subjects  souls,  that 
therefore  the  magistrate  has  a  right  to  do  it,  and  may 
hy  force  make  his  subjects  eunuchs  for  the  kingdom  of 
iMiven  ?  It  is  not  for  the  magistrate  or  any-body  else, 
upon  an  imagination  of  its  usefulness,  to  make  use  of 
any  other  means  for  the  salvation  of  mSfCs  souls,  \hm 
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what  the  author  and  finisher  of  our  faith  hath  directed 
You  may  be  mistaken  in  what  you  think  useful.  Dives 
thought,  and  so  perhaps  should  you  and  I  too,  if  not 
better  informed  by  the  scriptures,  that  it  would  be  use- 
ful to  rouze  and  awaken  men  if  one  should  come  to 
them  from  the  dead.  But  he  was  mistaken.  And  we 
are  told,  that  if  men  will  not  hearken  to  Moses  and  the 
prophets,  the  means  appointed ;  neither  will  the  strange- 
ness nor  terrour  of  one  coming  from  the  dead,  persuade 
them.  If  what  we  are  apt  to  think  useful  were  thence 
to  be  concluded  so,  we  should^  I  fear,  be  obliged  to  be- 
lieve the  miracles  pretended  to  by  the  church  of  Rome. 
For  miracles,  we  know,  were  once  usefid  for  the  pro- 
moting true  religion,  and  the  salvation  of  souls ;  which 
is  more  than  you  say  for  your  political  punishments : 
but  yet  we  must  conclude  that  God  thinks  them  not 
useful  now ;  unless  we  will  say,  that  which  without  im- 
piety cannot  be  said,  that  the  .wise  and  benign  disposer 
and  governor  of  all  things  does  not  now  use  all  useful 
means  for  promoting  his  own  honour  in  the  world,  and 
the  good  of  souls.  I  think  this  consequence  will  hold 
as  well  as  what  you  draw  in  near  the  same  words.    • 

Let  us  not  therefore  be  more  wise  than  our  Maker, 
in  that  stupendous  and  supernatural  work  of  our  salva- 
tion. The  scripture,  that  reveals  it  to  us,  contains  all 
that  we  can  know,  or  do,  in  order  to  it ;  and  where 
that  is  silent,  it  is  in  us  presumption  to  du*ect.  When 
you  can  show  any  commission  in  scripture,  for  the  use 
of  force  to  compel  men  to  hear^  any  more  than  to  em- 
brace the  doctrine  of  others  that  differ  from  them,  we 
shall  have  reason  to  submit  to  it,  and  the  magistrate  have 
some  ground  to  set  up  this  new  way  of  persecution.  But 
till  then,  it  will  be  fit  for  us  to  obey  that  precept  of  the 
gospel,  which  bids  us  **  take  heed  what  we  hear,''  Mark 
iv.  84.  So  that  hearing  is  not  always  so  useful  as  you 
suppose.  If  it  had,  we  should  never  have  had  so  di- 
rect a  caution  against  it.  It  is  not  any  imaginary  use- 
fulness, you  can  suppose,  which  can  make  that  a  pu- 
nishable crime,  which  the  magistrate  was  never  autho- 
rized to  meddle  with.  **  Go  and  teach  all  nations," 
WW  ft  commission  pf  Qitr  Saviour's;  but  therQ  wns  not 
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added  to  it,  punish  those  that  will  nor  hear  and  consi^ 
der  what  you  say.  No,  but  **  if  they  will  not  receive 
*'  you,  shake  off  the  dust  of  your  feet ; "  leave  them, 
and  apply  yourselves  to  some  others.  And  St.  Paul 
knew  no  other  means  to  make  men  hear,  but  the  preach- 
ing of  the  gospel ;  as  will  ap])ear  to  any  one  who  will 
read  Romans  x.  14,  &c.  **  Faith  cometh  by  hearings 
"  and  hearing  by  the  word  of  God." 

You  go  on,  and  in  favour  of  your  beloved  force  you 
tell  us  that  it  is  not  only  useful  but  needful.  And  hens 
after  having  at  large,  in  the  four  following  pages,  set 
out  the  negligence  or  aversion,  or  other  hinderances 
that  keep  men  from  examining,  with  that  application 
and  freedom  of  judgment  they  should,  the  grounds  upon 
which  they  take  up  and  persist  in  their  religion ;  you 
come  to  conclude  force  necessary.  Your  words  are ; 
^  If  men  are  generally  averse  to  a  due  consideration  of 
"  things,  where  they  are  most  concerned  to  use  it ;  if 
'^  they  usually  take  up  their  religion  without  examin- 
^  ing  it  as  they  ought,  and  then  grow  so  opinionative 
'*  and  so  stiff  in  their  prejudice,  that  neither  the  gen- 
**  tlest  admonitions,  nor  the  most  earnest  entreaties, 
''  shall  ever  prevail  with  them  afterwards  to  do  it :  what 
'^  means  is  there  left,  besides  the  grace  of  God,  to  re- 
**  duce  those  of  them  that  are  gone  into  a  wrong  way, 
**  but  to  lay  thorns  and  briars  in  it  ?  That  since  they 
^'  are  deaf  to  all  persuasions,  the  uneasiness  they  meet 

with  may  at  least  put  them  to  a  stand,  and  incline 

them  to  lend  an  ear  to  those  who  tell  them  they  have 
**  mistaken  their  way,  and  offer  to  show  them  the  right." 
What  means  is  there  left,  say  you,  but  force?  What  to 
do  ?  ^  To  reduce  men,  who  are  out  of  it,  into  the  right 
"  way."  So  you  tell  us  here.  And  to  that,  I  say, 
there  is  other  means  besides  force ;  that  which  was  ap- 
pointed and  made  use  of  from  the  beginning,  the 
preaching  of  the  gospel. 

^  But,  say  you,  to  make  them  hear,  to  make  them 
'*  consider,  to  make  them  examine,  there  is  no  other 
''  means  but  punishment;  and  therefore  it  is  neces- 
**  sary.'* 

I  answer,  1,  What  if  God,  for  reasons  best  known  ^ 

G  2 
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himnditf  would  not  have  men  compelled  to  hear ;  but 
thought  the  good  tidings  of  salvation,  and  the  propo^ 
9als  of  life  and  death,  means  and  inducements  enough 
to  make  them  hear,  and  consider,  now  as  well  as  here- 
tofore ?  Then  your  means,  your  punishments,  are  not 
necessary.  What  if  God  would  have  men  left  to  their 
freedom  in  this  point,  if  they  will  hear,  or  if  they  will 
forbear,  will  you  constrain  them  ?  thus  we  are  sure  he 
did  with  his  own  people :  and  this  when  they  were  in 
captivity,  Ezek.  xi.  5,  7*  And  it  is  very  like  were  ilU 
treated  for  being  of  a  different  religion  from  the  na- 
tional, and  so  were  punished  as  dissenters.  Yet  then 
God  expected  not  that  those  punishments  should  force 
them  to  hearken  more  than  at  other  times :  as  appears 
by  E^ek.  iii.  11.  And  this  also  is  the  method  of  the 
gospel.  *^  We  are  ambassadors  for  Christ ;  as  if  God 
^*  did  beseech  you  in  Christ's  stead/'  says  St.  Paul, 
8  Cor.  V.  SO.  If  God  thought  it  necessary  to  have  men 
punished  to  make  them  give  ear,  he  could  have  called 
magistrates  to  be  spreaders  and  ministers  of  the  gospel, 
as  well  as  poor  fishermen,  or  Paul  a  persecutor;  who 
yet  wanted  not  power  to  punish  where  punishment  was 
necessary,  as  is  evident  in  Ananias  and  Sapphira,  and 
the  incestuous  Corinthian. 

SL  What  if  God,  foreseeing  this  force  would  be  in  the 
hands  of  men,  as  passionate,  humorsome,  as  liable  to 
|wejudice  and  errour  as  the  rest  of  their  brethren,  did 
not  think  it  a  proper  means  to  bring  men  into  the  right 
way? 

8.  What  if  there  be  other  means  ?  Then  yours  ceases 
to  be  necessary,  upoi)  the  account  that  there  is  no  means 
left.  For  you  yourself  allow,  ^*  that  the  grace  of  God 
^  is  another  means."  And  I  suppose  you  will  not  deny 
it  to  be  both  a  proper  and  sufficient  means ;  and,  which 
is  more,  the  only  means ;  such  means  as  can  work  by 
itself,  and  without  which  all  the  force  in  the  world  can 
do  nothing.  God  alone  can  open  the  ear  that  it  may 
hear,  and  open  the  heart  that  it  may  understand :  and 
this  he  does  in  his  own  good  time,  and  to  whom  he  is 
graciously  pleased ;  but  not  according  to  the  will  and 
fimoy  of  man,  whra  he  thinks  fit,  by  punishments,  to 
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compel  his  brethren.  If  God  has  proflounoed  «gaituit 
any  person  or  ptople,  what  he  did  against  the  jeirs, 
(Isa.  vi«  10.)  "  Make  the  heart  of  this  people  fat,  and 
**  make  their  ears  hearjr  and  shut  their  eyes ;  lest  thef 
*'  see  with  their  eyes,  and  hear  with  their  ears,  and  un^ 
^  derstand  with  their  heart,  and  concert,  and  be  heil* 
^  ed  I "  will  all  the  force  you  can  use  be  a  means  to 
make  them  hear  and  understand,  and  be  converted  ? 
But,  sir,  to  return  to  your  argument ;  you  see  *'  nd 
other  means  left  (taking  the  world  as  we  now  find  it) 
to  make  men  thoroughly  and  impartially  examine  a 
religion,  which  they  embraced  upon  such  induce* 
ments  as  ought  to  liave  no  sway  at  all  in  the  mattef^ 
**  and  with  little  or  no  examination  of  the  proper 
"  grounds  of  it.*'  And  thence  you  conclude  the  use  of 
forces  by  the  magistrates  upon  dissenters^  neoessafy. 
And^  I  say,  I  see  no  other  means  left  (taking  the  world 
as  we  now  find  it,  wherein  the  magistrates  never  lay  pe> 
nalties,  for  matters  of  iieligion^  upon  those  of  their  own 
churdi,  nor  is  it  to  be  expected  they  ever  should;) 
**  to  make  men  of  the  national  church,  any^where^ 
**  thoroughly  and  impartially  examine  a  religioni  whidi 
**  they  embrace  upon  such  inducements,  as  ought  to 
**  have  no  sway  at  all  in  the  matter,  and  therefore  with 
"  little  or  no  examination  of  the  proper  grounds  of  it*" 
And  therefore  I  conclude  the  use  of  force  by  dissentem 
upon  conformists  necessary.  I  appeal  to  the  worlds  whe^ 
ther  this  be  not  as  just  and  natural  a  condusion  as  yours* 
Though  if  you  will  have  my  opinion,  I  think  the 
more  genuine  consequence  is,  diat  force,  to  make  men 
examine  matters  of  rel^on,  is  not  necessary  at  alL  But 
you  may  take  which  of  these  consequences  you  please^ 
Both  of  them,  I  am  sure,  you  cannot  avoid«  It  is  not 
fcnr  you  and  me,  out  of  an  imaginaUon  that  they  inay 
be  useful,  or  are  necessary  to  prescribe  mettns  in  the 
great  and  mysterious  work  of  salvation,  other  than  what 
God  himself  has  directed.  God  has  appointed  force  as 
useful  or  necessary,  and  therefore  it  is  to  be  used ;  is  a 
way  of  arguing,  becoming  the  ignorance  and  humifity 
of  poor  creatures.  Bot  I  thhri^  force  useful  or  neces*' 
sary,  and  therefore  U  is  tp  be  tised;  has^  metlniiksy  i^ 
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Iktie  too  much  presumption  in  it.  You  ask,  '^  What 
'*  means  else  is  there  left  ?  "  None,  say  I,  to  be  used  by 
man,  but  what  God  himself  has  directed  in  the  scrip* 
tures,  wherein  are  contained  all  the  means  and  methods 
of  salvation.  "  Faith  is  the  gift  of  God."  And  we  are 
not  to  use  any  other  means  to  procure  this  gift  to  toy 
one,  but  what  God  himself  has  prescribed.  If  he  has 
there  appointed  that  any  should  be  forced  **  to  hear' 
'^  those  who  tell  them  they  have  mistaken  their  way, 
'^  and  offer  to  show  them  the  right ; "  and  that  they 
should  be  punished  by  the  magistrate  if  they  did  not; 
it  will  be  past  doubt,  it  is  to  be  made  use  of.  But  till 
that  can  be  done,  it  will  be  in  vain  to  say  what  other 
means  is  there  left.  If  all  the  means  God  has  ap- 
pointed, to  make  men  hear  and  consider,  be  *^  exhorta- 
*'  tion  in  season  and  out  of  season,'*  &c.  together  with 
prayer  for  them,  and  the  example  of  meekness  and  a 
good  life ;  this  is  all  ought  to  be  done,  "  Whether  they 
"  will  hear  or  whether  they  will  forbear." 

By  these  means  the  gospel  at  first  made  itself  to  be 
heard  through  a  great  part  of  the  world,  and  in  a 
crooked  and  perverse  generation,  led  away  by  lusts,  hu-* 
mours,  and  prejudice,  as  well  as  this  you  complain  of, 
prevailed  with  men  to  hear  and  embrace  the  truths  and 
take  care  of  their  own  souls ;  without  the  assistance  of 
any  such  force  of  the  magistrate,  which  you  now  think 
needful.  But  whatever  neglect  or  aversion  there  is  in 
some  men,  impartially  and  thoroughly  to  be  instructed ; 
there  will  upon  a  due  examination,  I  fear,  be  found  no 
less  a  neglect  and  aversion  in  others,  impartially  and 
thoroughly  to  instruct  them.  It  is  not  the  talking  even 
general  truths  in  plain  and  clear  language ;  much  less  a 
man*s  own  fancies  in  scholastic  or  uncommon  ways  of 
speaking,  an  hour  or  two,  once  a  week  in  public ;  that 
is  enough  to  instruct  even  willing  hearers  in  the  way  of 
salvation,  and  the  grounds  of  their  religion.  They  are 
not  politic  discourses  which  are  the  means  of  right 
information  in  the  foundations  of  religion.  For  with 
such,  sometimes  venting  antimonarchical  principles, 
sometimes  again  preaching  up  nothing  but  absolute  mo- 
narchy and  passive  obedience,  as  the  one  or  other  have 
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been  in  vogue,  and  the  way  to  prefennent ;  have  our 
churches  rung  in  their  turns,  so  loudly,  tfaat  reasons  and 
arguments  proper  and  suffident  to  convince  men  of  the 
truth  in  the  Qpntroverted  points  of  religion,  and  to  di- 
rect them  in  the  right  way  to  salvation,  were  scarce 
any-where  to  be  heard.  But  how  many,  do  you  think, 
by  friendly  and  christian  debates  with  them  at  their 
houses,  and  by  the  gentle  methods  of  the  gospel  made 
use  of  in  private  conversation,  might  have  been  brought 
into  the  church ;  who,  by  railing  from  the  pulpit,  ill 
and  unfriendly  treatment  out  of  it,  and  other  neglects 
and  miscarriages  of  those  who  claimed  to  be  their 
teachers,  have  been  driven  from  hearing  them  ?  Paint 
the  defects  and  miscarriages  frequent  on  this  side,  as 
well  as  you  have  done  those  on  the  other,  and  then  do 
you,  with  all  the  world,  consider  whether  those  whom 
you  so  handsomely  declaim  against,  for  being  misled  by 
*'  education,  passion,  humour,  prejudice,  obstinacy,"  &c. 
do  deserve  all  the  punishment.  Perhaps  it  will  be  an- 
swered :  if  there  be  so  much  toil  in  it,  that  particular 
persons  must  be  applied  to,  who  then  will  be  a  minister? 
And  what  if  a  layman  should  reply :  if  there  be  so  much 
toil  In  it,  that  doubts  must  be  cleared,  prejudices  re- 
moved, foundations  examined,  &c.  who  then  will  be  a 
protestant  ?  the  excuse  will  be  as  good  hereafter  for  the 
one  as  for  the  other. 

This  new  method  of  yours,  which  you  say  "  no-body 
^  can  deny  but  that  indirectly,  and  at  a  distance,  it  does 
**  some  service  towards  bringing  men  to  embrace  the 
•*  truth ;  **  was  never  yet  thought  on  by  the  most  re- 
fined persecutors.  Though  indeed  it  is  not  altogether 
unlike  the  plea  made  use  of  to  excuse  the  late  barbarous 
usage  of  the  protestants  in  France,  designed  to  extirpate 
the  reformed  religion  there ;  from  being  a  persecution 
for  religion.  The  French  king  requires  all  his  subjects 
to  come  to  mass :  those  who  do  not,  are  punished  with 
a  witness.  For  what  ?  Not  for  their  religion,  say  the 
pleaders  for  that  discipline,  but  for  disobeying  the  king's 
laws.  So  by  your  rule,  the  dissenters,  for  thither  you 
would,  and  thither  you  must  come,  if  you  mean  any 
thing,  must  be  punished.   For  what  ?  Not  for  their  re- 
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ligioDy  say  you ;  not  for  **  foUowing  the  light  of  their 
own  reason ;  nor  for  obeying  the  dictates  of  their  own 
consciences.^  That  you  think  not  fit.  For  what 
then  are  they  to  be  punished  ?  "  To  make  them,  say 
'*  you,  examine  the  religion  they  have  Embraced,  and 
^*  the  religion  they  have  rejected.*'  So  that  they  are 
punished,  not  for  having  offended  against  a  law:  for 
there  is  no  law  of  the  land  that  requires  them  to  exa- 
mine. And  which  pow  is  the  fairer  plea,  pray  judge. 
You  ought,  indeed,  to  have  the  credit  of  this  new  in- 
vention. All  other  law-makers  have  constantly  taken 
this  method,  that  where  any  thing  was  to  be  amended, 
the  fault  was  first  declared,  and  then  penalties  denounced 
against  all  those,  who,  after  a  set  time,  should  be  found 
guilty  of  it.  This  the  common  sense  of  mankind,  and 
the  very  reason  of  laws,  which  are  intended  not  for  pu- 
nishment, but  correction,  has  made  so  plain,  that  the 
subtilest  and  most  refined  law-makers  have  not  got 
out  of  this  course ;  nor  have  the  most  ignorant  and  bar- 
barous nations  missed  it.  But  you  have  outdone  Solon 
and  Lycurgus,  Moses,  and  our  Saviour,  and  are  resolved 
to  be  a  law-maker  of  a  way  by  yourself.  It  is  an  old 
and  obsolete  way,  and  will  not  serve  your  turn,  to  be* 
gin  with  warnings  and  threats  of  penalties  to  be  inflicted 
on  those  who  do  not  reform,  but  continue  to  do  that 
which  you  think  they  fail  in.  To  allow  of  impunity  to 
the  innocent,  or  the  opportunity  of  amendment  to  those 
who  would  avoid  the  penalties,  are  formalities  not  worth 
your  notice.  You  are  for  a  shorter  and  surer  way. 
Take  a  whole  tribe,  and  punish  them  at  all  adventures ; 
whether  guilty  or  no  of  the  miscarriage  which  you 
would  have  amended ;  or  without  so  much  as  telling 
them  what  it  is  you  would  have  them  do,  but  leaving 
them  to  find  it  out  if  they  can.  All  these  absurdities 
are  contained  in  your  way  of  proceeding;  and  are  im* 
possible  to  be  avoided  by  any  one  who  will  punish  dis* 
senters,  and  only  dissenters,  to  make  them  **  consider 
^  and  weigh  the  grounds  of  their  religion,  and  impar- 
**  tially  examine  whether  it  be  true  or  no ;  and  upon 
^  what  grounds  they  took  it  up,  that  so  they  may 
'<  find  and  embrace  the  truth  that  must  save  them«^ 
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But  that  this  new  sort  of  discipline  may  hare  all  fair 
play,  let  us  inquire  first,  who  it  is  you  would  have  be  pu* 
nisned.  In  the  place  above  cited,  they  are  "  those  who 
**  are  got  into  a  wrong  way,  and  are  deaf  to  all  per* 
**  suasions/'  If  these  are  the  men  to  be  punished,  let 
a  law  be  made  against  them ;  you  have  my  consent ;  and 
that  is  the  proper  course  to  have  offenders  punished. 
For  you  do  not,  I  hope,  intend  to  punish  any  fault  by  a 
law,  which  you  do  not  name  in  the  law ;  nor  make  a 
law  against  any  fault  you  would  not  have  punished. 
And  now,  if  you  are  sincere,  and  in  earnest,  and  are, 
as  a  fair  man  should  be,  for  what  your  words  plainly 
signify,  and  nothing  else ;  what  will  such  a  law  serve 
for?  Men  in  the  wrong  way  are  to  be  punished :  but 
who  are  in  the  wrong  way  is  the  question.  You  have 
no  more  reason  to  determine  it  against  one  who  difTem 
from  you;  than  he  has  to  conclude  against  you,  who 
differ  from  him.  No,  not  though  you  have  the  magisf* 
trate  and  the  national  church  on  your  side.  For  if  to 
differ  from  them  be  to  be  in  the  wrong  way,  you,  who 
are  in  the  right  way  in  England,  will  be  in  the  wrong 
way  in  France.  Every  one  here  must  be  judge  for  him- 
self; and  your  law  will  reach  no-body,  till  you  have  con* 
vinced  him  he  is  in  the  wrong  way.  And  then  there  will 
be  no  need  of  punishment  to  make  him  consider ;  unless 
you  will  affirm  again,  what  you  have  denied,  and  have 
men  punished  for  embracing  the  religion  they  beUeve  to 
be  true,  when  it  differs  from  yours  or  the  public. 

Besides  being  in  the  wrong  way,  those  whom  you 
would  have  punished  must  be  such  as  are  deaf  to  all 
persuasions.  But  any  such,  I  suppose,  you  will  hardly 
find  who  hearken  to  no-body,  not  to  those  of  their  own 
way.  If  you  mean  by  deaf  to  all  persuasions,  all  per* 
suasions  of  a  contrary  party,  or  of  a  different  church ; 
such,  I  suppose,  you  may  abundantly  find  in  your  own 
church,  as  well  as  elsewhere ;  and  I  presume  to  them 
you  are  so  charitable,  that  you  would  not  have  them 
punished  for  not  lending  an  ear  to  seducers.  For  con^ 
stancy  in  the  truth,  and  perseverance  in  the  faith,  is,  I 
hope,  rather  to  be  encouraged,  than  by  any  penalties 
checked  in  the  orthodox.     And  your  church,  doubt- 
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less,  as  well  as  all  others,  is  orthodox  to  itself  in  all  its 
tenets.  If  you  mean  by  all  persuasion,  all  your  per* 
suasion,  or  all  persuasion  of  those  of  your  communion ; 
you  do  but  beg  the  question,  and  suppose  you  have  a 
right  to  punish  those  who  differ  from,  and  will  not 
comply  with  you. 

Your  next  words  are, "  When  men  fly  from  the  means 
**  of  a  right  information,  and  will  not  so  much  as  con- 
sider how  reasonable  it  is  thoroughly  and  impartially 
to  examine  a  religion,  which  they  embraced  upon 
such  inducements  as  ought  to  have  no  sway  at  all  in 
^  the  matter ;  and  therefore  with  little  or  no  examina- 
**  tion  of  the  proper  grounds  of  it ;  what  human  me- 
**  thod  can  be  used  to  bring  them  to  act  like  men,  in 
**  an  affair  of  such  consequence,  and  to  make  a  wiser 
'<  and  more  rational  choice,  but  that  of  laying  such 
''  penalties  upon  them,  as  may  balance  the  weight  of 
''  those  prejudices  which  inclined  them  to  prefer  a  false 
•*  way  before  the  true ;  and  recover  them  to  so  much 
**  sobriety  and  reflection,  as  seriously  to  put  the  question 
"  to  themselves,  whether  it  be  really  worth  the  while 
*'  to  undergo  such  inconveniencies,  for  adhering  to  a 
"  religion,  which,  for  any  thing  they  know,  may  be 
**  false,  or  for  rejecting  another  (if  that  be  the  case) 
••  which  for  any  thing  they  know  may  be  true,  till  they 
'*  have  brought  it  to  the  bar  of  reason,  and  given  it  a 
^'  fair  trial  there  ?  "  Here  you  again  bring  in  such  as 
prefer  a  false  way  before  a  tr\ie :  to  which  having  an- 
swered already,  I  shall  here  say  no  more,  but  that,  since 
our  church  will  not  allow  those  to  be  in  a  false  way  who 
are  out  of  the  church  of  Rome,  because  the  church  of 
Rome,  which  pretends  infallibility,  declares  hers  to  be 
the  only  true  way ;  certainly  no  one  of  our  church,  nor 
any  other,  which  claims  not  infallibility,  can  require 
any  one  to  take  the  testimony  of  any  church,  as  a  sufii- 
cient  proof  of  the  truth  of  her  own  doctrine.  So  that 
true  and  false,  as  it  commonly  happens,  when  we  sup- 
pose them  for  ourselves,  or  our  party,  in  effect  signify 
just  nothing,  or  nothing  to  the  purpose :  unless  we  can 
think  that  true  or  false  in  England,  which  will  not  be 
so  at  Rome,  or  Geneva :  and  vice  vers&.    As  for  the  rest 
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of  the  description  of  those  on  whom  you  are  here  lay- 
ing penalties ;  I  beseech  you  consider  whether  it  will  not 
bdong  to  any  of  your  church,  let  it  be  what  it  will. 
Consider,  I  say,  if  there  be  none  in  your  church  *•  who 
have  embraced  her  religion,  upon  such  inducements 
as  ought  to  have  no  sway  at  all  in  the  matter,  and 
"  therefore  with  little  or  no  examination  of  the  proper 
grounds  of  it ;  who  have  not  been  inclined  by  preju- 
dices ;  who  do  not  adhere  to  a  religion,  which  for  any 
"  thing  they  know  may  be  false,  and  who  have  rejected 
*•  another  which  for  any  thing  they  know  may  be  true." 
If  you  have  any  such  in  your  communion,  and  it  will  be 
an  admirable,  though  I  fear  but  a  little,  flock  that  has 
none  such  in  it ;  consider  well  what  you  have  done.  You 
have  prepared  rods  for  them,  for  which  I  imagine  they 
will  con  you  no  thanks.  For  to  make  any  tolerable  sense 
of  what  you  here  propose,  it  must  be  understood  that 
you  would  have  men  of  aU  religions  punished,  to  make 
them  consider  **  whether  it  be  really  worth  the  while 
**  to  undergo  such  inconveniencies  for  adhering  to  a  re- 
•*  ligion  which  for  any  thing  they  know  may  be  false." 
If  you  hope  to  avoid  that,  by  what  you  have  said  of 
true  and  false ;  and  pretend  that  the  supposed  preference 
of  the  true  way  in  your  church  ought  to  preserve  its 
members  from  your  punishment ;  you  manifestly  trifle. 
For  every  church's  testimony,  that  it  has  chosen  the 
true  way,  must  be  taken  for  itself;  and  then  none  will 
be  liable ;  and  your  new  invention  of  punishment  is 
come  to  nothing :  or  else  the  differing  churches  testi- 
monies must  be  taken  one  for  another ;  and  then  they 
will  be  all  out  of  the  true  way,  and  your  church  need 
penalties  as  well  as  the  rest.  So  that,  upon  your  prin- 
ciples, they  must  all  or  none  be  punished.  Choose  which 
you  please :  one  of  them,  I  think,  you  cannot  escape. 

What  you  say  in  the  next  words :  "  Where  instruc- 
*'  tion  is  stiffly  refused,  and  all  admonitions  and  persua- 
**  sions  prove  vain  and  ineffectual;"  differs  nothing, 
but  in  the  way  of  expressing,  from  deaf  to  all  persua- 
sions :  and  so  that  is  answered  already. 

In  another  place,  you  give  us  another  description  of 
those  you  think  ought  to  be  punishied,  in  these  words : 
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*'  Those  who  refuse  to  embrace  the  doctrine,  And  t\A* 
''  mit  to  the  spiritual  government  of  the  proper  mini*' 
"  sters  of  religion,  who  hj  special  designation  are  Bp* 
**  pointed  to  exhort,  admonish,  reprove,'^  &c«  Here 
then,  those  to  be  punished,  **  are  such  who  refuse  to 
**  embrace  the  doctrine,  and  submit  to  the  government 
"  of  the  proper  ministers  of  religion,"  Whereby  we 
are  as  muoh  still  at  uncertainty,  as  we  were  before,  who 
those  are,  who  by  your  scheme  and  laws  suitable  to  it 
are  to  be  punished.  Since  every  church  has,  as  it  thinks, 
its  proper  ministers  of  religion.  'And  if  you  mean  those 
that  refuse  to  embrace  the  doctrine,  and  submit  to  the 
government  of  the  ministers  of  another  church ;  then 
^I  men  will  be  guilty,  and  must  be  punished;  even 
those  of  your  church,  as  well  as  others*  If  you  mean 
those  who  refuse,  &c.  the  ministers  of  their  own  church ; 
very  few  will  incur  your  penalties.  But  if,  by  these 
proper  ministers  of  religion,  the  ministers  of  some  par* 
ticular  church  are  intended,  who  do  you  not  name  it  ? 
Why  are  you  so  reserved  in  a  matter  wherein^  if  you 
speak  not  out,  all  the  rest  that  you  say  will  be  to  no 
purpose  ?  Are  men  to  be  punished  for  refusing  to  emi- 
brace  the  doctrine,  and  submit  to  the  government,  of 
the  proper  ministers  of  the  church  of  Geneva  ?  For  this 
time,  since  you  have  declared  nothing  to  the  contrary, 
let  me  suppose  you  of  that  church ;  and  then,  I  am 
sure  that  is  it  that  you  would  name.  For  of  whatever 
church  you  are,  if  you  think  the  ministers  of  any  one 
church  ought  to  be  hearkened  to,  and  obeyed,  it  must 
be  those  of  your  own.  There  are  persons  to  be  punish- 
ed, you  say.  This  you  contend  for  all  through  your 
book ;  and  lay  so  much  stress  on  it,  that  you  make  the 
preservation  and  propagation  of  religion,  and  the  salva* 
tlon  of  souls,  to  depend  on  it ;  and  yet  you  describe 
them  by  so  general  and  equivocal  marks ;  that,  unless 
it  be  upon  suppositions  which  no-body  will  grant  you, 
I  dare  say,  neither  you,  nor  any  body  else,  will  be  able 
to  find  one  guilty.  Pray  find  me,  if  you  can,  a  man 
whom  you  can  judidaUy  prove  (for  he  that  is  to  be  pu" 
nished  by  law  must  be  fairly  tried),  is  in  a  wrong  way, 
in  respect  of  his  faith ;  I  meiui,  ^  who  is  deaf  to  att 
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**  peiiBuasioiiB,  wbo  flies  from  all  means  of  a  right  in- 
**  formation,  who  refuses  to  embrace  the  doctrine,  and 
^  submit  to  the  government  of  the  spiritual  pastors/* 
And  when  you  have  done  that,  I  think,  I  may  allow 
you  what  power  you  please  to  punish  him,  without-  any 
prejudice  to  the  toleration  the  author  of  the  letter  pro« 
poses. 

But  why,  I  pray,  all  this  boggling,  all  this  loose  talk- 
ing as  if  you  knew  not  what  you  meant,  or  durst  not 
speak  it  out  ?     Would  you  be  for  punishing  some  body, 
you  know  not  whom  ?  I  do  not  think  so  ill  of  you.  Let 
me  then  speak  out  for  you.     The  evidence  of  the  argu« 
ment  has  convinced  you  that  men  ought  not  to  be  per-^ 
tecuted  for  their  religion;  that  the  severities  in  use 
amongst  christians  cannot  be  defended ;  that  the  ma- 
gistrate has  not  authority  to  compel  any  one  to  his  re* 
ligion.     This  you  are  forced  to  yield.     But  you  would 
fain  retail^  some  power  in  the  magistrate's  hands  to  pu- 
nish dissenters,  upon  a  new  pretence  ;  viz.  not  for  hav- 
ing embraced  the  doctrine  and  worship  they  believe  to 
be  true  and  right»  but  for  not  having  well  considered 
their  own  and  the  magistrate's  religion.     To  show  you 
that  I  do  not  speak  wholly  without-book ;  give  me  leave 
to  mind  you  of  one  passage  of  yours.     The  words  are, 
**  Penalties  to  put  them  upon  a  serious  and  impartial 
•*  examination  of  the  controversy  between  the  magi- 
*^  strates  and  them.'^    Though  these  words  be  not  in- 
tended to  tell  us  wbo  you  would  have  punished,  yet  it 
may  be  plainly  inferred  from  them.     And  they  more 
clearly  point  out  whom  you  aim  at,  than  all  the  fbre* 
going  places,  where  you  seem  to  (and  should)  describe 
them.     For  they  are  such  as  between  whom  and  the 
magistrate  there  is  a  controversy  *,  that  is,  in  short,  who 
differ  from  the  magistrate  in  religion.  And  now  indeed 
you  have  given  us  a  note  by  which  these  you  would  have 
punished  may  be  made  known.     We  have,  with  much 
ado,  (bund  out  at  last  whom  it  is  we  may  presume  you 
would  have  punished.     Which  in  other  cases  is  usually 
not  very  difficult :  because  there  the  faults  to  be  mended 
easily  design  the  persons  to  be  corrected.    But  yours  is 

a  new  method,  and  unlike  all  that  ever  went  befbre  it« 
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In  the  next  place :  let  us  see  for  what  jou  would  have 
them  punished.  You  tell  us,  and  it  will  easily  be  granted 
you,  that  not  to  examine  and  weigh  impartially,  and 
without  prejudice  or  passion,  all  which,  for  shortness- 
sake,  we  will  express  by  this  one  word  consider,  the 
religion  one  embraces  or  refuses,  is  a  fault  very  com-* 
mon,  and  very  prejudicial  to  true  religion,  and  the  sal- 
vation of  men's  souls.  But  penalties  and  punishments 
are  very  necessary,  say  you,  to  remedy  this  evil. 

Let  us  see  now  how  you  apply  this  remedy.  There- 
fore, say  you,  let  all  dissenters  be  punished.  Why  ? 
Have  no  dissenters  considered  of  religion  ?  Or  have 
all  conformists  considered  ?  That  you  yourself  will  not 
say.  Your  project  therefore  is  just  as  reasonable,  as  if 
a  lethargy  growing  epidemical  in  England,  you  should 
propose  to  have  a  law  made  to  blister  and  scarify  and 
shave  the  heads  of  all  who  wear  gowns :  though  it  be 
certain  that  neither  all  who  wear  gowns  are  lethargic, 
nor  all  who  are  lethargic  wear  gowns : 


Dii  te  Damasippe  desque 


Verum  ob  consilium  donent  tonsore. 

For  there  could  not  be  certainly  a  more  learned  advice, 
than  that  one  man  should  be  pulled  by  the  ears,  because 
another  is  asleep.  This,  when  you  have  considered  of 
it  again,  for  I  find,  according  to  your  principle,  all 
men  have  now  and  then  need  to  l)e  jogged,  you  will,  I 
guess,  be  convinced  it  is  not  like  a  fair  physician,  to  ap- 
ply a  remedy  to  a  disease ;  but,  like  an  enraged  enemy, 
to  vent  one's  spleen  upon  a  party.  Common  sense,  as 
well  as  common  justice,  requires,  that  the  remedies  of 
laws  and  penalties  should  be  directed  against  the  evil 
that  is  to  be  removed,  wherever  it  be  found.  And  if 
the  punishment  you  think  so  necessary  be,  as  you  pre- 
tend, to  cure  the  mischief  you  complain  of,  you  must 
let  it  pursue  and  fall  on  the  guilty,  and  those  only,  in 
what  company  soever  they  are ;  and  not,  as  you  here 
propose,  and  is  the  highest  injustice,  punish  the  inno- 
cent considering  dissenter  with  the  guUty ;  and,  on  the 
other  side,  let  the  inconsiderate  guilty  conformist 
escape  with  the  innocent.    For  oite  may  rationally  pro* 
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same  that  the  national  church  has  some,  nay  more  in 
proportion,  of  those  who  little  consider  or  concern  them- 
selves about  religion,  than  any  congregation  of  dissent* 
ers.  For  conscience,  or  the  care  of  their  souls,  being 
once  laid  aside ;  interest  of  course  leads  men  into  that 
society,  where  the  protection  and  countenence  of  the 
government,  and  hopes  of  preferment,  bid  fairest  to 
their  remaining  desires.  So  that  if  careless,  negligent, 
inconsiderate  men  in  matters  of  religion,  who  without 
being  forced  would  not  consider,  are  to  be  rouzed  into 
a  care  of  their  souls,  and  a  search  after  truth,  by  pu- 
nishments ;  the  national  religion,  in  all  countries,  will 
certainly  have  a  right  to  the  greatest  share  of  those  pu- 
nishments ;  at  least  not  to  be  wholly  exempt  from 
them. 

This  is  that  which  the  author  of  the  letter,  as  I  re- 
member^ complains  of;  and  that  justly,  viz.  **  That 
**  the  pretended  care  of  men's  souls  always  expresses 
*^  itself,  in  those  who  would  have  force  any  way  made 
**  use  of  to  that  end,  in  very  unequal  methods ;  some 
**  persons  being  to  be  treated  with  severity,  whilst 
^*  others  guilty  of  the  same  faults,  are  not  to  be  so  much 
''  as  touched."  Though  you  are  got  pretty  well  out  of 
the  deep  mud,  and  renounce  punishments  directly  for 
religion  ;  yet  you  stick  still  in  this  part  of  the .  mire ; 
whilst  you  would  have  dissenters  punished  to  make  them 
consider,  but  would  not  have  any  thing  done  to  conform- 
ists, though  ever  so  negligent  in  this  point  of  consi- 
dering. The  author's  letter  pleased  me,  because  it  is 
equal  to  all  mankind,  is  direct,  and  will,  I  think,  hold 
every-where ;  which  I  take  to  be  a  good  mark  of  truth. 
For  I  shall  always  suspect  that  neither  to  comport  with 
the  truth  of  religion,  or  the  design  of  the  gospel,  which 
is  suited  to  only  some  one  country,  or  party.  What  is 
true  and  good  in  England,  will  be  true  and  good  at 
Rome  too,  in  China,  or  Geneva.  But  whether  your 
great  and  only  method  for  the  propagating  of  truth,  by 
bringing  the  inconsiderate  by  punishments  to  considerj 
would,  according  to  your  way  of  applying  your  punislw 
ments  only  to  dissenters  from  the  national  religion,  be 
pf  use  in  those  countries,  or  any-where  but  where  you 
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suppose  the  maglstnite  to  be  in  the  right,  judge  you* 
Pray,  air,  consider  a  little,  whether  prejudice  has  not 
some  share  in  your  way  of  arguing.  For  this  is  your 
position :  **  Men  are  generally  negligent  in  examining 
^  the  grounds  of  their  religion."  This  I  grant.  But 
could  there  be  a  more  wild  and  incoherent  consequence 
drawn  from  it,  than  thb :  **  therefore  dissenters  must  be 
*«  punished?" 

But  that  being  laid  aside,  let  us  now  see  to  what  end 
they  must  be  punished.  Sometimes  It  is,  **  To  bring 
<V  them  to  consider  those  reasons  and  arguments  which 
*^  are  proper  and  sufficient  to  convince  them/^  Of 
what  ?  That  it  is  not  easy  to  set  Grantham  steeple  upon 
PauFs  church  ?  Whatever  it  be  you  would  have  them 
convinced  of,  you  are  not  willing  to  tell  us.  And  so  it 
may  be  any  thing.  Sometimes  it  is,  ^*  To  incline  them 
^  to  lend  an  ear  to  those  who  tell  them  they  have  mis- 
^  taken  their  way,  and  offer  to  show  them  the  right/* 
Which  is^  to  lend  an  ear  to  all  who  differ  fVom  them 
in  religion ;  as  well  crafty  seducers,  as  others.  Whe- 
ther this  be  for  the  procuring  the  salvation  of  their 
souls,  the  end  for  which  you  say  this  force  is  to  be  used, 
judge  you.  But  this  I  am  sure ;  whoever  will  lend  an 
ear  to  all  who  will  tell  them  they  are  out  of  the  way^ 
will  not  have  much  time  for  any  other  business. 

Sometimes  it  is^  **  To  recover  men  to  so  much  so* 
*^  briety  and  reflection,  as  seriously  to,  put  the  question 
*^  to  themselves,  whether  it  be  really  worth  their  while 
*^  to  undergo  such  inconveniencies,  for  adhering  to  a 
^<  religion  which,  for  any  thing  they  know,  may  be  false; 
f<  or  for  rejecting  another  (if  that  be  the  case)  which, 
^  for  aught  they  know«  may  be  true,  till  they  have 
^  brought  it  to  the  bar  of  reason,  and  ^ven  it  a  fair 
*'  trial  there.*^  Which,  in  short,  amounts  to  thus  much, 
viz.  *'  to  make  them  examine  whether  their  religion  be 
^*  true,  and  so  worth  the  holding,  under  those  penalties 
^^  that  are  annexed  to  it."  Dissenters  are  indebted  to 
you  for  your  great  care  of  their  souls.  But  what,  I 
beseech  you,  shall  become  of  those  of  the  national 
ohurch,  every«where,  which  make  far  the  greater  part 
of  mankind,  who  have  no  sudi  {Mmidiments  to  malie 
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them  oonrider ;  who  have  not  this  only  remedj  provided 
tor  theiii»  but  are  left  in  that  deplorable  condition  you 
mention^  **  of  being  suffered  quietly,  and  without  mo* 
^  lestation,  to  take  no  care  at  all  of  their  souls,  or  in 
^  doing  of  it  to  follow  their  oWn  prejudices,  humours, 
^  or  some  crafty  seducers  ?*'  Need  not  those  of  the  na* 
taonal  church,  as  well  as  others,  ^  bring  their  religion 
^  to  the  bar  of  reason,  and  ^ve  it  a  fair  trial  there  ?" 
And  if  they  need  to  do  so,  as  they  must,  if  all  national 
religions  cannot  be  supposed  true ;  they  will  always 
neal  that  which,  you  say,  is  the  only  means  to  make 
them  do  so.  So  that  if  you  are  sure,  as  you  tell  us, 
that  there  is  need  of  your  method ;  I  am  sure  there  i§ 
as  mudi  need  of  it  in  national  churches,  as  any  other. 
And  so,  for  aught  I  can  see,  you  must  either  punish 
Uiem,  qr  let  others  alone ;  unless  you  think  it  reason^ 
able  that  the  far  greater  part  of  mankind  should  con«* 
stantly  be  Without  that  sorereign  and  only  remedy,  whidi 
they  stand  in  need  of  equally  with  other  people. 

Sometimes  the  end  for  which  men  must  be  punished 
is  ^  to  dispose  them  to  submit  to  instruction,  and  to 
<<  give  a  fair  heifting  to  the  reasons  offered  for  the  en-« 
**  lightening  their  minds,  and  dbcovering  the  truth  to 
**  them."  If  their  own  words  may  be  taken  for  it, 
there  are  as  few  dissenters  as  conformists,  in  any  coun* 
try,  who  will  not  profess  they  have  done,  and  do  this. 
And  if  their  own  words  may  not  be  taken ;  who,  I  pray, 
must  be  judge  ?  You  and  your  magistrates  ?  If  so^  then 
it  is  plain  you  punish  them  not  to  dispose  them  to  sub* 
rait  to  instruction,  but  to  your  instruction ;  not  to  dispose 
them  to  give  a  fair  hearing  to  reasons  offered  for  the 
enlightening  their  minds,  but  to  give  an  obedient  hear* 
ing  to  your  reasons.  If  you  mean  this ;  it  had  been 
fidrer  and  shorter  to  have  spoken  out  plainly,  than  thus 
in  fair  words,  or  indefinite  signification,  to  say  that 
which  amounts  to  nothing.  For  what  sense  is  it,  to 
punish  a  man  **  to  dispose  him  to  submit  to  instruction, 
*^  and  give  a  fair  hearing  to  reasons  offered  for  enlight- 
^  ening  his  mind,  and  discovering  truth  to  him/'  who 
goes  two  or  three  times  a  week  sevetal  miles  on  purpose 
to  do  it,  and  that  with  the  hamrd  of  his  liberty  cr 

VOL.  V.  H   . 


98       A  Second  Letter  concerning  TolenUion. 

purse?  Unless  you  mean  your  instructions,  your  refi« 
sons,  your  truth :  which  brings  us  but  back  to  what 
you  have  disclaimed,  plain  persecution  for  differing  in 
religion* 

Sometimes  this  is  to  be  done,  <'  to  prevail  with  men 
*'  to  weigh  matters  of  religion  carefully,  and  imparti- 
**  ally/'  Discountenance  and  punishment  put  into  one 
scale,  with  impunity  and  hopes  of  preferment  put  into 
the  other,  is  as  sure  a  way  to  make  a  man  weigh  impar- 
tially, as  it  would  be  for  a  prince  to  bribe  and  threaten 
a  judge  to  make  him  judge  uprightly. 

Sometimes  it  is,  **  To  make  men  bethink  themselves, 
'^  and  put  it  out  of  the  power  of  any  foolish  humour, 
^^  or  unreasonable  prejudice,  to  alienate  them  from  truth 
^  and  their  own  happiness/'  Add  but  this,  to  put  it 
out  of  the  power  of  any  humour  or  prejudice  of  their 
own,  or  other  men's ;  and  I  grant  the  end  is  good,  if 
you  can  find  the  means  to  proaire  it.  But  why  it  should 
not  be  put  out  of  the  power  of  other  men's  humour  or 
prejudice,  as  well  as  their  own,  wants,  and  will  always 
want,  a  reason  to  prove.  Would  it  not,  I  beseech  you, 
to  an  indifferent  by'-stander,  appear  humour  or  pre- 
judice^  or  something  as  bad ;  to  see  men,  who  profess 
a  religion  revealed  from  heaven,  and  which  they  own 
contains  all  in  it  necessary  to  salvation,  exclude  men 
firom  their  communion,  and  persecute  them  with  the 
penalties  of  the  civil  law,  for  not  joining  in  the  use  of 
ceremonies  which  are  no-where  to  be  found  in  that  re* 
vealed  religion  ?  Would  it  not  appear  humour  or  pre- 
judice, or  some  such  thing,  to  a  sober  impartial  hea- 
then; to  see  christians  exclude  and  persecute  one  of 
the  same  faith,  for  things  which  they  themselves  con-^ 
fisss  to  be  indifferent,  and  not  worth  the  contending  ibr  ? 
Prejudice,  humour,  passion,  lusts^  impressions  of  edu- 
cation, reverence  and  admiration  of  persons,  worldly 
^  respects,  love  of  their  own  choice,  and  the  like,"  to 
which  you  justly  impute  many  men's  taking  up,  and 
persisting  in  their  religion,  are  indeed  good  words ;  and 
so,  on  the  other  side,  are  these  following ;  "  truth,  the 
'*  right  way,  enlightening  reason,  sound  judgment;" 
but  they  signify  nothing  at  all  to  your  purpose,  till  yoa 
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can  evidentlj  and  unquestionablj  show  the  world  that  the 
latter,  viz.  ^'  truth  and  the  right  way/'  &cc.  are  always, 
and  in  all  countries,  to  be  found  only  in  the  national 
church ;  and  the  former,  viz.  *'  passion  and  prejudice,** 
&c«  only  amongst  the  disssenters.     But  to  go  on : 

Sometimes  it  is,  **  to  bring  men  to  take  such  care  as 
*'  they  ought  of  their  salvation."  What  care  is  such 
as  men  ought  to  take,  whilst  they  are  out  of  your  church, 
will  be  hard  for  you  to  tell  me.  But  you  endeavour  to 
explain  yourself,  in  the  following  words :  **  that  they 
**  may  not  blindly  leave  it  to  the  choice  neither  of  any 
^  other  person,  nor  yet  of  their  own  lusts  and  passions, 
**  to  prescribe  to  them  what  ficiith  or  what  worship  they 
**  shidl  embrace."  You  do  well  to  make  use  of  pu- 
nishment to  shut  passion  out  of  the  choice :  because  you 
know  fear  of  suffering  is  no  passion.  But  let  that  pass. 
You  would  have  men  punished,  **  to  bring  them  to  take 
^  such  care  of  their  sidvation  that  they  may  not  blindly 
**  leave  it  to  the  choice  of  any  other  person  to  prescribe 
**  to  them."  Are  you  sincere?  Are  you  in  earnest? 
Tell  me  then  truly :  did  the  magistrate  or  national 
church  any»where,  or  yours  in  particular,  ever  punish 
any  man,  to  bring  him  to  have  this  cai*e,  which^  you 
say,  he  ought  to  take  of  his  salvation  !  Did  you  ever 
punish  any  man,  that  be  might  not  blindly  leave  it  to 
the  choice  of  his  parish*priest,  or  bishop,  or  the  con- 
vocation, what  faith  or  worship  he  should  embrace  ?  It 
wiU  be  suspected  care  of  a  party,  or  any  thing  else  ra* 
ther  than  care  of  the  salvation  of  men's  souls  ;  if  hav^- 
ing  found  out  so  useful,  so  necessary  a  remedy,  the  only' 
method  there  is  room  left  for,  you  will  apply  it  but  par* 
tially,  and  make  trial  of  it  only  on  those  whom  you 
have  truly  least  kindness  for.  This  will,  unavoidably, 
give  one  reason  to  imagine,  you  do  not  think  so  well  of 
your  remedy  as  you  pretend,  who  are  so  sparing  of  it 
to  your  friends ;  but  are  very  free  of  it  to  strangers^  who 
in  other  things  are  used  very  much  like  enemies* — But 
your  remedy  is  like  the  helleboraster,  that  grew  in  the 
woman's  garden  for  the  cure  of  worms  in  her  neighbour  s 
children ;  for  tndy  it  wrought  too  roughly  to  give  it. 
to  any  of  her  own.    Methinks  your  charity,  in  your 

H  2 
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present  persecution,  is  much  what  as  prudent,  as  justi- 
fiable, as  that  good  woman^s.  I  hope  I  have  done  you 
no  injury,  that  I  here  suppose  you  of  the  church  of 
England.  If  I  have,  I  beg  your  pardon.— It  is  no  of- 
fence of  malice,  I  assure  you :  for  I  suppose  no  worse 
of  you  than  I  confess  of  myself. 

Sometimes  this  punishment  that  you  contend  for,  is 
^'  to  bring  men  to  act  according  to  reason  and  sound 
**  judgment." 

"  Tertius  6  coelo  cecidit  Cato.*' 

This  is  reformation  indeed.  If  you  can  help  us  to 
it,  you  will  deserve  statues  to  be  erected  to  you,  as  to 
the  restorer  of  decayed  religion.  But  if  all  men  have 
not  reason  and  sound  judgment,  will  punishment  put  it 
into  them  ?  Besides,  concerning  this  matter,  mankind 
is  so  divided,  that  he  acts  according  to  reason  and  sound 
judgment  at  Augsburg,  who  would  be  judged  to  do  the 
quite  contrary  at  Edinburgh.  Will  punishment  make 
men  know  what  is  reason  and  sound  judgment  ?  If  it 
will  not,  it  is  impossible  it  should  make  them  act  ac- 
cording to  it.  Reason  and  sound  judgment  are  the 
elixir  itself,  the  universal  remedy :  and  you  may  as  rea- 
sonably punish  men  to  bring  them  to  have  the  philoso* 
pher*s  stone,  as  to  bring  them  to  act  according  to  reascm 
and  sound  judgment. 

Sometimes  it  is,  ^*  To  put  men  upon  a  serious  and 
**  impartial  examination  of  the  controversy  between  the 
^  magistrate  and  them^  which  is  the  way  for  them  to 
^  come  to  the  knowledge  of  the  truth."  But  what  if 
the  truth  be  on  neither  side,  as  I  am  apt  to  imagine  you 
will  think  it  is  not,  where  neither  the  magistrate  nor 
the  dissenter  is  either  of  them  of  your  church  ;  how 
will  the  **  examining  the  controversy  between  the  ma- 
^  gistrate  and  him  be  the  way  to  come  to  the  know- 
•*  ledge  of  the  truth  ?*'  Suppose  the  controversy  be- 
tween a  lutheran  and  a  papist ;  or,  if  you  please,  be- 
tween a  presbyterian  magistrate  and  a  quaker  subject.— > 
Will  the  examining  the  controversy  between  the  magis- 
trate and  the  dissenting  subject,  in  this  case,  bring  him 
to  the  knowledge  of  the  truth  ?  If  you  say  yes,  then 
you  grant  one  of  these  to  have  the  truth  on  his  side:. 
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foi*  the  examining  the  oontroversj  between  a  presbyte^ 
rian  and  a  quaker,  leaves  the  controversy  either  of  them 
has  fvith  the  church  of  England,  or  any  other  church, 
untouched.  And  so  one,  at  least,  of  those  being  al^ 
ready  come  to  the  knowledge  of  the  truth,  ought  not 
to  be  put  under  your  discipline  of  punishment,  which 
is  only  to  bring  him  to  the  truth.  If  you  say  no,  and 
that  the  examining  the  controversy  between  the  magi^ 
strate  and  the  dissenter,  in  this  case  will  not  bring  him 
to  the  knowledge  of  the  truth ;  you  confess  your  rule 
to  be  false,  and  your  method  to  no  purpose. 

To  conclude,  your  system  is,  in  short,  this:  You 
would  have  all  men,  laying  aside  prejudice,  humeur, 
passion,  &c.  examine  the  grounds  of  their  religion,  and 
search  for  the  truth.     This,  I  confess,  is  heartily  to  be> 
wished.    The  means  that  you  propose  to  make  men  do 
this,  is  that  dissenters  should  be  punished  to  make  them^ 
do  so.     It  is  as  if  you  had  said^  Men  generally  are 
guilty  of  a  fault;  therefore  let  one  sect,  who  have  the 
ill  luck  to  be  of  an  opinion  different  from  the  magistrate,- 
be  punished.     This  at  first  sight  shocks  any  who  has  the  ^ 
least  spark  of  sense,  reason,  or  justice.     But  having 
spoken  of  this  already,  and  concluding  that  upon  se- 
cond  thoughts  you  yourself  will  be  ashamed  of  it,  let 
us  consider  it  put  so  as  to  be  consistent  with  common ' 
sense,  and  mth  all  the  advantage  it  can  bear ;  and  then 
let  us  see  what  you  can  make  of  it :  <*  Men  are  negli«i  * 
**  gent  in  examining  the  religions  they  embrace,  reftise, 
^  or  persist  in ;  therefore  it  is  fit  they  should  be  punish  <•  - 
^  ed  to  make  them  do  it.**    This  is  a  consequence,  in- ' 
deed,  which  may,  without  defiance  to  common  sense,  * 
be  drawn  from  it.     This  is  the  use,  the  only  use,  which 
you  think  punishment  can  indirectly,  and  at  a  distance, 
have,  in  matters  of  religion.    You  would  have  men  by 
punishments  driven  to  examine.    What?  Rdigion.    To 
what  end  ?    To  bring  them  to  the  knowledge  of  the 
truth.     But  I  answer, 

1.  Every  one  has  not  the  ability  to  do  this. 

S.  Every  one  has  not  the  opportunity  to  do  it. 

Would  you  have  every  poor  protestant,  for  example, 
m  the  Palatinate,  CKamine  thoroughly  whether  the  pope . 
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be  infallible,  or  head  of  the  church ;  whether  there  be 
a  purgatory ;  whether  saints  are  to  be  prayed  to»  or  the 
dead  prayed  for ;  whether  the  scripture  be  the  only  rule 
of  faith;  whether  there  be  no  salvation  out  of  the 
church;  and  whether  there  be  no  church  without 
bbhops  ;  and  an  hundred  other  questions  in  controversy 
between  the  papists  and  those  protestants ;  and  when  he. 
had  mastered  these,  go  on  to  fortify  himself  against  the 
opinions  and  objections  of  other  churches  he  differs 
fit>m  ?  This,  which  is  no  small  task,  must  be  done,  be- 
fore a  man  can  have  brought  his  i-eligion  to  the  bar  of 
reason,  and  give  it  a  fair  trial  there.  And  if  you  will 
punish  men  till  this  be  done,  the  countryman  must  leave 
off  plowing  and  sowing,  and  betake  himself  to  the  study 
of  Greek  and  Latin ;  and  the  artisan  must  sell  his  tools, 
to  buy  fathers  and  schoolmen,  and  leave  his  family  to 
starve.  If  something  less  than  this  will  satisfy  you,  pray 
tell  me  what  is  enough.  Have  they  considered  and  ex- 
amined enough,  if  they  are  satisfied  themselves  where 
the  truth  lies  ?  If  this  be  the  limits  of  their  examina- 
tion, you  will  find  few  to  punish ;  unless  you  will  pu- 
nish them  to  make  them  do  what  they  have  done  al- 
ready :  for,  however  he  came  by  his  religion,  there  is 
scarce  any  one  to  be  found  who  does  not  own  himself 
satisfied  that  he  is  in  the  right.  Or  else,  must  they  be 
punished  to  make  them  consider  and  examine  till  they 
embrace  that  which  you  choose  for  truth  ?  If  this  be  so, 
what  do  you  but  in  effect  choose  for  them,  when  yet  you 
would  have  men  punished,  **  to  bring  them  to  such  a 
'*  care  of  their  souls,  that  no  other  person  might  choose 
**  for  them  ? "  If  it  be  truth  in  general,  you  would 
have  them  by  punishments  driven  to  seek ;  that  is  to 
offer  matter  of  dispute,  and  not  a  rule  of  discipline ; 
for  to  punish  any  one  to  make  him  seek  till  he  find  truth, 
without  a  judge  of  truth,  is  to  punish  for  you  know  not 
what ;  and  is  all  one  as  if  you  should  whip  a  scholar  to 
make  him  find  out  the  square  root  of  a  number  you  do 
not  know.  I  wonder  not  therefore  that  you  could  not 
resolve  with  yourself  what  degree  of  severity  you  would 
have  used,  nor  how  long  continued ;  when  you  dare  not 
spepk  Qat  directly  whom  ^o^  would  have  punished,  and 
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are  far  from  being  clear  to  what  end  they  should  be  un- 
der penalties. 

Consonant  to  this  uncertainty,  of  whom,  or  what  to 
be  punished,  you  tell  us,  **  that  there  is  no  question  of 
^  the  success  of  this  method.  Force  will  certainly  do, 
•*  if  duly  proportioned  to  the  design  of  it." 

What,  I  pray,  is  the  design  of  it  ?  I  challenge  you, 
or  any  man  living,  out  of  what  you  have  said  in  your 
book,  to  tell  me  directly  what  it  is.  In  all  other  pu-* 
nishments  that  ever  I  heard  of  yet,  till  now  that  you 
have  taught  the  world  a  new  method,  the  design  of  them 
has  been  to  cure  the  crime  they  are  denounced  against, 
and  so  I  think  it  ought  to  be  here.  What  I  beseech 
you  is  the  crime  here  ?  Dissenting  ?  That  you  say  not 
any-where  is  a  fault.  Besides  you  tell  us,  **  that  the 
*^  magistrate  hath  not  authority  to  compel  any  one  to 
**  his  religion : "  and  that  you  do  **  not  require  that  * 
**  men  should  have  no  rule  but  the  religion  of  the  coun- 
^'  try.**  And  the  power  you  ascribe  to  the  magistrate 
is  given  him  to  bring  men,  **  not  to  his  own,  but  to  the 
*'  true  religion."  If  dissenting  be  not  the  fault,  is  it 
that  a  man  does  not  examine  his  own  religion,  and  the 
grounds  of  it  ?  Is  that  the  crime  your  punishments  are 
designed  to  cure  ?  Neither  that  dare  you  say ;  lest  you 
displease  more  than  you  satisfy  with  your  new  disci- 
pline. And  then  again,  as  I  said  before,  you  must  tell 
us  how  far  you  would  have  them  examine,  before  you 
punish  them  for  not  doing  it.  And  I  imagine,  if  that 
were  all  we  required  of  you,  it  would  be  long  enough 
before  you  would  trouble  us  with  a  law,  that  should 
prescribe  to  every  one  how  far  he  was  to  examine  mat- 
ters  of  religion ;  wherein  if  he  failed  and  came  short, 
he  was  to  be  punished ;  if  he  performed,  and  went  in 
his  examination  to  the  bounds  set  by  the  law,  he  was 
acquitted  and  free.  Sir,  when  you  consider  it  again, 
you  will  perhaps  think  this  a  case  reserved  to  the  great 
day,  when  the  secrets  of  all  hearts  shall  be  laid  open ; 
for  I  imagine  it  is  beyond  the  power  or  judgment  of 
man,  in  that  variety  of  circumstances,  in  respect  of 
parts,  tempers,  opportunities,  helps,  &c  men  are  in, 
in  tliis  world,  to  determine  what  is  every,  one's  duty  in 
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this  great  burinest  of  search,  inquiiy,  eaiamination ;  or 
to  know  when  any  one  has  done  it.  That  which  makes 
me  believe  you  will  be  of  this  mind,  is,  that  where  you 
undertake  for  the  suocess  of  this  method,  if  rightly  used, 
it  is  with  a  limitation,  upon  such  as  are  not  altogether 
incurable.  So  that  when  your  remedy  is  prepared  ac« 
cording  to  art,  which  art  is  yet  unknown ;  and  rightly 
applied^  and  given  in  a  due  dose^  all  which  are  secrets ; 
it  will  then  infallibly  cure.  Whom  ?  All  that  are  not 
incurable  by  it.  And  so  will  a  pippin  posset,  eating 
fish  in  Lent,  or  a  presbyterian  lecture,  certainly  cure 
all  that  are  not  incurable  by  them ;  for  I  am  sure  you 
do  not  mean  it  will  cure  all,  but  those  who  are  abso- 
lutely incurable ;  because  you  yourself  allow  one  means 
left  of  cure,  when  yours  will  not  do,  viz.  the  grace  of 
God.  Your  words  are,  ^*  what  means  is  there  left  (ex« 
**  cept  the  grace  of  God)  to  reduce  them,  but  lay  thorns 
**  and  briars  in  their  way."  And  here  also,  in  the  place 
we  were  considering,  you  tell  us,  **  the  incurable  are 
''  to  be  left  to  God.''  Whereby,  if  you  mean  they  are 
to  be  left  to  those  means  he  has  ordained  for  men's  con« 
version  and  salvation,  yours  must  never  be  made  use  of: 
for  he  indeed  has  prescribed  preaching  and  hearing  of 
his  word ;  but  as  for  those  who  will  not  hear,  I  do  not 
find  an](*where  that  he  has  commanded  they  shoi)ld  be 
compelled  or  beaten  to  it. 

There  is  a  third  thing  that  you  are  as  tender  and  re^ 
served  in,  as  either  naming  the  criminals  to  be  punish- 
ed, or  positively  telling  us  the  end  for  which  they  should 
be  punished :  and  that  is  with  what  sort  of  penalties^ 
what  degree  of  punishment  they  shquld  be  forced.  You 
are  indeed  so  gracious  to  them,  that  you  renounoe  the 
severities  and  penalties  hitherto  made  use  of.  You  tell 
us,  they  should  be  but  moderate  penalties.  But  if  we 
ask  you  what  are  moderate  penalties,  you  confess  you 
cannot  tell  us.  So  that  by  moderate  here  you  yet  mean 
nothing*  You  tell  us,  **  the  outward  force  to  be  ap- 
^  plied  should  be  duly  tempered."  But  what  that  due 
temper  is,  you  do  not,  or  cannot  say :  and  so  in  efiect 
it  signifies  just  nothing*  Yet  if  in  this  you  are  not  plaia 
and  direct,  all  the  rest  of  your  deffign  will  signify  ii9«. 
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thing ;  for  it  being  to  have  aome  men,  and  to  some  end» 
punished ;  yet  if  it  cannot  be  found  what  punishment  is 
to  be  used,  it  is,  notwithstanding  all  you  have  said»  ut- 
terly useless.  **  You  tell  us  modestly,  that  to  determine 
''  precisely  the  just  measure  of  the  punishment,  will  re* 
**  quire  some  consideration."  If  the  faults  were  pre- 
cisely determinedt  and  could  be  proved^  it  would  re* 
quire  no  more  consideration  to  determine  the  measure 
of  the  punishment,  in  this,  than  it  would  in  any  other 
case,  where  those  were  known.  But  where  the  fault  is 
undefined,  and  the  guilt  not  to  be  proved,  as  I  suppose 
it  will  be  found  in  this  present  business  of  examining ; 
it  will  without  doubt  require  consideration  to  propor-i 
tion  the  force  to  the  design.  Just  so  much  considera-* 
tion  as  it  will  require  to  fit  a  coat  to  the  moon,  or  pro* 
portion  a  shoe  to  the  foot  of  those  who  inhabit  hef ;  fiir 
to  proportion  a  punishment  to  a  fanlt  that  you  do  not 
oame^  and  so  we  in  charity  ought  to  think  you  do  not 
yet  know ;  and  a  fault  that  when  you  have  named  it, 
will  be  impossible  to  be  proved  who  are  or  are  not  guil<* 
ty  of  it ;  will  I  suppose  require  as  much  consideration,  as 
to  fit  a  shoe  to  feet  whose  size  and  shape  are  not  known* 
However,  you  ofier  some  measures  whereby  to  regut 
late  your  punishments;  which  when  they  are  looked 
into,  will  be  found  to  be  just  as  good  as  none ;  they^ 
being  impossible  to  be  any  rule  in  the  ease.  The  first 
is  **  so  much  force,  or  such  penalties  as  are  ordinarily 
*^  sufficient  to  prevail  with  men  of  common  discretion^ 
^  and  not  desperately  perverse  and  obstinate,  to  weigh 
**  matters  of  religion  carefully  and  impartially,  and 
'^  without,  which  ordinarily  they  will  not  do  this.'' 
Where  it  is  to  be  observed, 

1.  That  who  are  these  men  of  common  discretion,  ia 
as  hard  to  knowi  as  to  know  what  is  a  fit  degree  of  puf 
nishment  in  tl^e  ease ;  and  so  you  do  but  regulate  one 
uncertainty  by  another.  Some  men  will  be  apt  to  think, 
that  he  who  will  not  weigh  matters  of  religion,  which 
are  of  infinite  concernment  to  him,  without  punish* 
ment,  cannot  in  reason  be  thought  a  man  t>f  common 
discretion*  Many  women  of  common  discretion,  enough 
tQ  manage  the  (N^inary  affMrg  of  thdr  familieas  are. not 
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able  to  read  a  page  in  an  ordinary  author,  or  to  under- 
stand and  give  an  account  what  it  means^  when  read  to 
them.  Many  men  of  common  discretion  in  their  call- 
ings, are  not  able  to  judge  when  an  argument  is  con- 
clusive or  no ;  much  less  to  trace  it  through  a  long  train 
of  consequences.  What  penalties  shall  be  sufficient  to 
prevail  with  such  who  upon  examination,  I  fear,  will 
not  be  found  to  make  the  least  part  of  mankind,  to  ex- 
amine and  weigh  matters  of  religion  carefully  and  im- 
partially !  The  law  allows  all  to  have  common  discre- 
tion, for  whom  it  has  not  provided  guardians  or  bed- 
lam ;  so  that,  in  effect,  your  men  of  common  discre- 
tion are  all  men,  not  judged  idiots  or  madmen :  and 
penalties  sufficient  to  prevail  with  all  men  of  common 
discretion,  are  penalties  sufficient  to  prevail  with  all 
men,  but  idiots  and  madmen.  Which  what  a  measure 
it  is  to  regulate  penalties  by,  let  all  men  of  common 
discretion  judge. 

2.  You  may  be  pleased  to  consider,  that  all  men  of 
the  same  degree  of  discretion,  are  not  apt  to  be  moved 
by  the  same  degree  of  penalties.  Some  are  of  a  more 
yidding,  some  of  a  more  stiff  temper ;  and  what  is  suf- 
ficient to  prevail  on  one,  is  not  half  enough  to  move 
the  other ;  though  both  men  of  common  discretion ;  so 
that  common  discretion  will  be  here  of  no  use  to  de- 
termine the  measure  of  punishment :  especially  when  in 
the  same  clause  you  except  men  desperately  perverse  and 
obstinate,  who  are  as  hard  to  be  known,  as  what  you 
seek,  viz.  the  just  proportions  of  punishments  necessary 
to  prevail  with  men  to  consider,  examine,  and  weigh 
matters  of  religion :  wherein,  if  a  man  tells  you  he  has 
considered,  he  has  weighed,  he  has  examined,  and  so 
goes  on  in  his  former  course ;  it  is  impossible  for  you 
ever  to  know  whether  he  has  done  his  duty,  or  whether 
he  be  desperately  perverse  and  obstinate ;  so  that  this 
exception  signifies  just  nothing. 

There  are  many  things  in 'your  use  of  force  and  pe- 
nalties, different  from  any  I  ever  met  with  elsewhere- 
One  of  them,  this  clause  of  yours  concerning  the  mea- 
sure of  punishments,  now  under  consideration,  offers 
me:  wherein  you  proportion  your  punishmenl^  only  to 
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the  yielding  and  corrigible,  not  to  the  perverse  and  ob- 
stinate ;  contrary  to  the  common  discretion  which  has 
hitherto  made  laws  in  other  cases,  which  levels  the  pu* 
moments  against  refractory  offenders,  and  never  spares 
them  because  they  are  obstinate.  This,  however,  I  will 
not  blame  as  an  oversight  in  you.  Your  new  method, 
which  aims  at  such  impracticable  and  inconsistent  things 
as  laws  cannot  bear,  nor  penalties  be  useful  to,  forced 
you  to  it.  The  uselessness,  absurdity  and  unreason- 
ableness of  great  severities,  you  had  acknowledged  in 
the  foregoing  paragraphs.  Dissenters  you  would  have 
brought  to  consider  by  moderate  penalties.  They  lie 
under  them ;  but  whether  they  have  considered  or  no, 
(for  that  you  cannot  tell)  they  still  continue  dissenters. 
What  is  to  be  done  now  ?  Why,  the  incurable  are  to  be 
left  to  God,  as  you  tell  us,  p.  12.  Your  punishments 
were  not  meant  to  prevail  on  the  desperately  perverse 
and  obstinate,  as  you  tell  us  here ;  and  so  whatever  be 
the  success,  your  punishments  are  however  justified. 

You  have  given  us  in  another  place  something  like 
another  boundary  to  your  moderate  penalties :  but  when 
examined,  it  proves  just  like  the  rest,  trifling  only,  in 
good  words,  so  put  together  as  to  have  no  direct  mean- 
ing; an  art  very  much  in  use  amongst  some  sort  of 
learned  men.  The  words  are  these :  "  such  penalties 
**  as  may  not  tempt  persons  who  have  any  concern  for 
*<  their  eternal  salvation,  (and  those  who  have  none, 
**  ought  not  to  be  considered)  to  renounce  a  religion 
which  they  believe  to  be  true,  or  profess  one  which 
they  do  not  believe  to  be  so."  If  by  any  concern, 
you  mean  a  true  concern  for  their  eternal  salvation,  by 
this  rule  you  may  make  your  punishments  as  great  as 
yofi  please ;  and  all  the  severities  you  have  disclaimed 
may  be  brought  in  play  again :  for  none  of  those  will 
be  able  to  make  a  man,  **  who  is  truly  concerned  for 
**  his  eternal  salvation^  renounce  a  religion  he  believes 
*^  to  be  true,  or  profess  one  he  does  not  believe  to  be 
**  so.*'  If  by  those  who  have  any  concern,  you  mean 
such  who  have  some  faint  wishes  for  happiness  here- 
after, and  would  be  glad  to  have  things  go  well  with 
them  in  the  other  world,,  but  will  venture  nothing  in 
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this  world  for  it ;  these  the  moderatest  punishments  you 
can  imagine,  will  make  change  their  religion.  If  by 
any  concern,  you  mean  whatever  may  be  between  these 
two;  the  degrees  are  so  infinite,  that  to  proportion 
yout  punishments  by  that,  is  to  have  no  measure  of 
them  at  all. 

One  thing  I  cannot  but  take  notice  of  in  this  pas* 
sage,  before  I  leave  it:   and  that  is,  you  say  here, 
*^  those  who  have  no  concern  for  their  salvation,  de-* 
^  serve  not  to  be  coni^idered/"     In  other  parts  of  your 
letter,  you  pretend  to  have  compassion  on  the  careless^ 
and  provide  remedies  for  them :  but  here,  of  a  sudden, 
your  charity  fails  you ;  and  you  give  them  up  to  eternal 
perdition,  without  the  least  regard,  the  least  pity,  and 
say  they  deserve  not  to  be  considered.    Our  Saviour's 
rule  was,  *^  the  sick  and  not  the  whole  need  a  phy* 
^*  sician."    Your  rule  here  is,  those  that  are  careless  are 
not  to  be  considered,  but  are  to  be  left  to  themselves. 
This  would  seem  strange,  if  one  did  not  observe  what 
drew  you  to  it     You  perceived  that  if  the  magistrate 
was  to  use  no  punishments  but  such  as  would  make  no«. 
body  change  their  religion,  he  was  to  use  none  at  all; 
ibr  the  careless  would  be  brought  to  the  national  church, 
with  any  slight  punishments ;  and  when  they  are  once 
there,  you  are,  it  seems,  satisfied,  and  look  no  farther 
after  them.     So  that  by  your  own  measures,  *^  if  the 
**  careless,  and  those  who  have  no  concern* for  their 
^  eternal  salvation/*  are  to  be  regarded  and  taken  care 
of;  if  the  salvation  of  their  souls  is  to  be  promoted, 
there  is  to  be  no  punishment  used  at  all ;  and  therefore 
you  leave  them  out  as  not  to  be  considered. 

There  remains  yet  one  thing  to  be  inquired  into,  con- 
cerning the  measure  of  the  punishments,  and  that  is  fhe 
length  of  their  duration.  Moderate  punishments  that 
are  continued,  that  men  find  no  end  of,  know  no  way 
out  of,  sit  heavy,  and  become  immoderately  uneasy; 
Dissenters,  you  would  l\ave  punished,  to  make  them 
consider.  Your  penalties  have  had  the  effect  on  th^n 
you  intended ;  they  have  made  them  consider ;  and  they 
have  done  their  utmost  in  considering.  What  now  must 
be  dpne  with  them  ?    They  qiust  be  punished  on ;  for 
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tbey  are  still  dissenters.  If  it  were  just^  if  you  had  rea- 
son at  first  to  punish  a  dissenter,  to  make  him  ccxisider, 
when  you  did  not  know  but  that  he  had  considered  al- 
redy ;  it  is  as  just,  and  you  have  as  much  reason  to  pu* 
nish  him  on,  even  when  he  has  performed  what  your 
punishments  were  designed  for,  when  he  has  consider- 
ed, but  yet  remains  a  dissenter.  For  I  may  justly  sup- 
pose, and  you  must  grant,  that  a  man  may  remaili  A 
dissenter,  after  all  the  consideratfon  your  moderate  pe- 
nalties can  bring  him  to ;  when  we  see  greater  punish- 
ments, even  those  severities  you  disown,  as  too  great, 
are  not  able  to  make  men  consider  so  far  as  to  be  con- 
vinced, and  brought  over  to  the  national  church* 

If  your  punishments  may  not  be  inflicted  on  men, 
to  make  them  consider,  who  have  or  may  have  consi- 
dered already  for  aught  you  know  ;  then  dissenters  are 
never  to  be  once  punished,  no  more  than  any  other  sort 
of  men.  If  dissenters  are  to  be  punished,  to  make  theiti 
consider,  whether  they  have  considered  or  no:  then  their 
punishments,  though  they  do  consider,  must  never  cease, 
as  long  as  they  are  dissenters ;  which  whether  it  be  to 
punish  them  only  to  bring  them  to  consider^  let  all  men 
judge.  This  I  am  sure ;  punishments,  in  your  method, 
must  either  never  b^n  upon  dissenters,  or  never  cease. 
And  so  pretend  moderation  as  you  please,  the  punish- 
meots  which  your  method  requires,  must  be  either  very 
immoderate,  or  none  at  alL 

And  now,  you  having  yielded  to  our  author,  and  that 
upon  very  good  reasons  which  you  yourself  urge,  and 
which  I  shall  set  down  in  your  own  words,  **  that  to 
**  prosecute  men  with  fire  and  sword,  or  to  deprive 
**  them  of  their  estates,  to  maim  them  with  corporal 
**  punishments,  to  starve  and  torture  them  in  noisome 
*^  prisons,  and  in  the  end  even  to  take  away  their  lives, 
^'  to  make  them  christians,  ik  but  an  ill  way  of  express- 
**  ing  men's  desire  of  the  salvation  of  those  whom  they 
^  treat  in  this  manner.  And  that  it  will  be  very  dif- 
**  ficult  to  persuade  men  of  sense,  that  he  who  with 
"  dry  eyes  and  satisfaction  of  mind  can  deliver  his  bro- 
^  ther  to  the  executioner,  to  be  burnt  alive,  does  sin- 
^  oerely  and  heartily  ooooera  himself  to  save  Uiat  bro^ 
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**  ther  from  the  flames  of  hell  in  the  world  to  come* 
*'  And  that  these  methods  are  so  very  improper,  in  re^ 
spect  to  the  design  of  them,  that  they  usually  pro* 
duce  the  quite  contrary  effect.  For  whereas  all  the 
**  use  which  force  can  have  for  the  advancing  true  re* 
ligioui  and  the  salvation  of  souls,  is  (as  has  already 
been  showed)  by  disposing  men  to  submit  to  instruc* 
tion,  and  to  give  a  fair  hearing  to  the  reasons  which 
**  are  offered,  for  the  enlightening  their  minds,  and 
discovering  the  truth  to  them ;  these  cruelties  have 
the  misfortune  to  be  commonly  looked  upon  as  so 
just  a  prejudice  against  any  religion  that  uses  them, 
as  makes  it  needless  to  look  any  farther  into  it ;  and 
to  tempt  men  to  reject  it,  as  both  false  and  detest- 
able, without  ever  vouchsafing  to  consider  the  ra* 
tional  grounds  and  motives  of  it.  This  effect  they 
^  seldom  fail  to  work  upon  the  sufferers  of  them ;  and 
*'  as  to  the  spectators,  if  they  be  not  before-hand  well 
^  instructed  in  those  grounds  and  motives,  they  will  be 
much  tempted  likewise,  not  only  to  entertain  the 
same  opinion  of  such  a  religion,  but  withal  to  judge 
much  more  favourably  of  that  of  the  sufferers ;  who, 
they  will  be  apt  to  think,  would  not  expose  them- 
selves to  such  extremities,  which  they  might  avoid 
by  compliance,  if  they  were  not  thoroughly  satisfied 
*'  of  the  justice  of  their  cause."  And  upon  these  rea- 
sons you  conclude,  **  that  these  severities  are  utterly 
**  unapt  and  improper  for  the  bringing  men  to  embrace 
^.that  truth  which  must  save  them."  Again,  you 
having  acknowledged,  **  that  the  authority  of  the 
magistrate  is  not  an  authority  to  compel  any  one  to 
his  religion."  And  again,  *'  that  the  rigour  of  laws 
and  force  of  penalties  are  not  capable  to  convince 
and  change  men*s  minds."  And  yet  farther,  ^^  that 
you  do  not  require  that  men  should  have  no  rule, 
but  the  religion  of  the  court ;  or  that  they  should  be 
put  under  a  necessity  to  quit  the  light  of  their  own 
reason,  and  oppose  the  dictates  of  their  own  consci- 
ences, and  blindly  resign  up  themselves  to  the  will 
^  of  their  governors ;  but  that  the  power  you  ascribe 
^  to  the  magbtcate,  is  given  him  to  bring  men  not  to 
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^  his  own,  but  to  the  true  religion."  Now  you  hav- 
ing, I  say,  granted  this,  whereby  you  directly  condemn 
and  aboUsh  all  laws  that  have  been  made  here,  or  any* 
where  else,  that  ever  I  heard  of,  to  compel  men  to 
conformity ;  I  think  the  author,  and  whosoever  else  are 
most  for  liberty  of  conscience,  might  be  content  with 
the  toleration  you  allow,  by  condemning  the  laws  about 
religion^  now  in  force ;  and  are  lH^stified,  until  you  had' 
made  your  new  method  consistent  and  practicable,  hy 
telling  the  world  plainly  and  directly, 
1  •  Who  are  to  be  punished. 

2.  For  what. 

3.  With  what  punishments. 

4.  How  long. 

5.  What  advantage  to  true  religion  it  would  be,  if 
magistrates  every-where  did  so  punish. 

6.  And  lastly,  whence  the  magistrate  had  commission 
to  do  so. 

When  you  have  done  this  plainly  and  intelligibly,, 
without  keeping  in  the  uncertainty  of  general  expres-^ 
sions,  and  without  supposing  all  along  your  church  in: 
the  right,  and  your  religion  the  true;  which  can  na 
more  be  allowed  to  you  in  this  case,  whatever  your  church 
or  religion  be,  than  it  can  be  to  a  papist  or  a  lutheran, 
a  presbyterian  or  an  anabaptist ;  nay  no  more  to  you,' 
than  it  can  be  allowed  to  a  jew  or  a  mahometan  ;  when,  E 
say,  you  have  by  settling  these  points  framed  the  parts  of 
your  new  engine,  set  it  together,  and  show  that  it  will 
work,  without  doing  more  harm  than  good  in  the  world; 
I  think  then  men  may  be  content  to  submit  to  it.  But 
imagining  this,  and  an  engine  to  show  the  perpetual 
motion,  will  be  found  out  together,  I  think  toleration 
in  a  very  good  state,  notwithstanding  your  answer; 
wherein  you  have  said  so  much  for  it,  and  for  aught 
I  see  nothing  against  it :  unless  an  impracticaUe  chi* 
mera  be,  in  your  opinion,  something  mightily  to  be 
apprehended. 

We  have  now  seen  and  examined  the  main  of  your 
treatise ;  and  therefore  I  think  I  might  here  end,  with* 
out  going  any  farther.  But,  that  you  may  not  think 
yourself^  or  any  of  your  arguments  neglected,  I  will  go 
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over  the  remainder,  and  give  you  my  thoughts  on  every 
thing  I  shall  meet  with  in  it^  that  seems  to  need  any 
answer.  In  one  place  you  argue  against  the  author 
thus :  if  then  the  author^s  fourth  proposition,  as  you 
call  it,  via.  That  force  is  of  no  use  for  promoting  true 
religion  and  the  salvation  of  souls,  ^<  be  not  true  (as 
**  perhaps  by  this  time  it  appears  it  is  not)  then  the 
^  last  proposition,  which  is  built  upon  it,  must  fall  with 
**  it ;  **  which  last  proposition  is  this,  viz.  **  that  no* 
body  can  have  any  right  to  use  any  outward  force  or 
compulsion  to  1)ring  men  to  the  true  religion,  and  so 
^*  to  salvatioh/'  If  this  proposition  were  built,  as 
you  allege^  upon  that  which  you  call  his  fourth,  then 
indeed  if  the  fourth  fell,  this  built  upon  it  would  fall 
^th  it«  But  that  not  being  the  author*s  proposition, 
as  I  have  showed,  nor  this  built  wholly  on  it,  but  on 
other  reasons^  as  I  have  already  proved,  and  any  one 
may  see  in  several  parts  of  his  letter,  particularly 
p.  851,  858,  what  you  allege  falls  of  itself. 

The  business  of  the  next  paragraph  is  to  prove,  that 
if  *'  force  be  useful,  then  somebody  must  certainly  have 
*'  a  right  to  use  it."  The  first  argument  you  go  about 
to  prove  it  by,  is  this,  ^*  That  usefulness  is  as  good  an 
*'  aigument  to  prove  there  is  somewhere  a  right  to  use 
*'  it,  as  uselessness  is  to  prove  nobody  has  such  a  right." 
If  you  consider  the  things  of  whose  usefulness  or  use* 
lessness  we  are  speaking,  you  will  perhaps  be  of  another 
mind.  It  is  punishment,  or  force  used  in  punishing. 
Now  all  punishment  is  some  evil,  some  inconvenience, 
some  suffering ;  by  taking  away  or  abridging  some  good 
thingi  which  he  who  is  punished  has  otherwise  a  right 
to.  Now  to  justify  the  bringing  any  such  evil  upon  any 
man,  two  things  are  requisite.  First,  That  he  who  does 
it  has  commission  and  power  so  to  do.  Secondly,  That 
it  be  directly  useful  for  the  procuring  some  greater  good. 
Whatever  putaisbment  one  man  uses  to  another,  with- 
out these  two  conditions,  whatever  he  may  pretend, 
proves  an  injury  and  injustice,  and  so  of  right  ought  to 
have  been  let  alone.  And  therefore,  though  usefiilness, 
which  is  one  of  the  conditions  that  makes  punishments 
just,  when  it  is  away,  may  hinder,  punishments  firom 
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being  lawful  in  any  body's  hands ;  yet  usefulness,  when 
present,  being  but  one  of  those  conditions,  cannot  give 
the  other,  which  is  a  commission  to  punish;  without 
which  also  punishment  is  unlawful.  From  whence  it 
follows.  That  though  useless  punishment  be  unlawful 
from  any  hand,  yet  useful  punishment  from  every  hand 
is  not  lawful.  A  man  may  have  the  stone,  and  it  may 
be  useful,  more  than  indirectly,  and  at  a  distance  use- 
ful, to  him  to  be  cut ;  but  yet  this  usefulness  will  not 
justify  the  most  skilful  surgeon  in  the  world,  by  force  to 
make  him  endure  the  pain  and  hazard  of  cutting ;  be« 
cause  he  has  no  commission,  no  right  without  the  pa« 
tient's  own  consent  to  do  so.  Nor  is  it  a  good  argu- 
ment, cutting  will  be  useful  to  him,  therefore  there  is 
a  right  somewhere  to  cut  him,  whether  he  will  or  no. 
Much  less  will  there  be  an  argument  for  any  right,  if 
there  be  only  a  possibility  that  it  may  prove  useful  in* 
directly  and  by  accident. 

Your  other  argument  is  this :  If  force  or  punishment 
be  of  necessary  use,  **  then  it  must  be  acknowledged, 
*^  that  there  is  a  right  somewhere  to  use  it ;  unless  we 
"  will  say  (what  without  impiety  cannot  be  said)  that 
^  the  wise  and  benign  disposer  and  governor  of  all  things 
^  has  not  furnished  mankind  with  competent  means  for 
*^  the  promoting  his  own.  honour  in  the  world,  and  the 
•*  good  of  souls."  If  your  way  of  arguing  be  true,  it 
is  demonstration,  that  force  is  not  of  necessary  use.  For 
I  argue  thus,  in  your  form :  We  must  acknowledge  force 
not  to  be  of  necessary  use ;  *•  unless  we  will  say  (what 
^  without  impiety  cannot  be  said)  that  the  wise  dis- 
'^  poser  and  governor  of  all  things  did  not;  for  above 
/'  three  hundred  years  after  Christ,  furnish  his  church 
'*  with  competent  means  for  promoting  his  own  honour 
'^  in  thQ  world,  and  the  good  of  souls.''  It  is  for  you 
to  consider  whether  these  arguments  be  conclusive  or 
no.  This  I  am  sure,  the  one  is  as  conclusive  as  the 
other.  But  if  your  supposed  usefulness  places  a  right 
somewhere  to  use  it^  pray  tell  me  in  whose  hands  it 
places  it  in  Turkey,  Persia,  or  China,  or  any  country 
where  christians  of  different  churches  live  under  a  hea« 
then  or  mahometan  sovereign  ?  And  if  ;^ou  cannot  teU 
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me  in  whose  hands  it  places  it  there,  as  I  believe  yoil 
will  find  it  pretty  hard  to  do ;  there  are  then,  it  seems, 
some  places  where,  upon  your  supposition  of  the  neces- 
sary usefulness  of  force,  **  the  wise  and  benign  governor 
**  and  disposer  of  all  things  has  not  furnished  men  with 
'*  competent  means  for  promoting  his  own  honour  and 
**  the  good  of  souls ; "  unless  you  will  grant  that  the 
**  wise  and  benign  disposer  and  governor  of  all  things 
**  hath,  for  the  promoting  of  his  honour  and  the  good 
**  of  souls,  placed  a  power  in  mahometan  or  heathen 
^'  princes  to  punish  christians,  to  bring  them  to  consi- 
**  der  reasons  and  arguments  proper  to  convince  them.'* 
But  this  is  the  advantage  of  so  fine  an  invention,  as 
that  of  force  doing  some  service  indirectly  and  at  a  di- 
stance ;  which  usefulness,  if  we  may  believe  you,  places 
a  right  in  mahometan  or  pagan  princes  hands,  to  use 
force  upon  christians ;  for  fear  lest  mankind  in  those 
countries  should  be  unfurnished  with  means  for  the  pro- 
moting God's  honour  and  the  good  of  souls.  For  thus 
you  argue :  "  if  there  be  so  great  use  of  force,  then  there 
*'  is  a  right  somewhere  to  use  it.  And  if  there  be  such 
**  a  right  somewhere,  where  should  it  be  but  in  the  civil 
"  sovereign  ?  "  Who  can  deny  now,  but  that  you  have 
taken  care,  gi*eat  care,  for  the  promoting  of  truth  and 
the  christian  religion  ?  But  yet  it  is  as  hard  for  me,  I 
confess,  and  I  believe  for  others,  to  conceive  how  you 
should  think  to  do  any  service  to  truth  and  the  christian 
religion,  by  putting  a  right  into  mahometans  or  hea- 
thens hands  to  punish  christians ;  as  it  was  for  you  to 
conceive  how  the  author  should  think  **  to  do  any  ser* 
«  vice  to  the  truth,  and  the  christian  religion,"  by  ex- 
empting  the  professors  of  it  from  punishment  every- 
where, since  there  are  more  pagan,  mahometan,  and 
erroneous  princes  in  the  world,  than  orthodo?^;  truth, 
and  the  christian  religion,  taking  the  world  as  we  find 
it,  is  sure  to  be  more  punished  and  suppressed,  than 
errour  and  falsehood. 

The  author  having  endeavoured  to  show  that  no-body 
at  all,  of  any  rank  or  condition,  had  a  power  to  punish^ 
torment,  or  use  any  man  ill,  for  matters  of  religion; 
you  tell  us  **  you  do  not  yet  understand,  why  clergy* 
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'^  men  are  not  as  capable  of  such  power  as  other  men/ 
I  do  not  remember  that  the  author  any-where>  by  ex- 
cepting ecclesiastics  more  than  others,  gave  you  any  oc- 
casion to  show  your  concern  in  this  point.  Had  he  fore* 
seen  that  this  would  have  touched  you  so  nearly,  and 
that  you  set  your  heart  so  much  upon  the  clergy's  p^wer 
of  punishing ;  it  is  like  he  would  have  told  you,  he 
thought  ecclesiastics  as  capable  of  it  as  any  men ;  and 
that  if  forwardness  and  diligence  in  the  exercise  of  such 
power  may  recommend  any  to  it,  clergymen  in  the  opi« 
nion  of  the  world  stand  fairest  for  it.  However,  you  do 
well  to  put  in  your  claim  for  them,  though  the  author 
excludes  them  no  more  than  their  neighbours.  Nay, 
they  must  be  allowed  the  pretence  of  the  fairest  title. 
For  I  never  read  of  any  severities  that  were  to  bring  men 
to  Christ,  but  those  of  the  law  of  Moses ;  which  is  there* 
fore  called  a  pedagogue,  (Gal.  iii.  24.)  And  the  next 
verse  tells  us,  that  **  after  that  faith  is  come,  we  are  no 
"  longer  under  a  schoolmaster."  But  yet  if  we  are  still 
to  be  driven  to  Christ  by  a  rod,  I  shall  not  envy  them 
the  pleasure  of  wielding  it :  only  I  desire  them>  when 
they  have  got  the  scourge  into  their  hands,  to  remem* 
ber  our  Saviour,  and  follow  his  example,  who  never 
used  it  but  once ;  and  that  they  would,  like  him,  em* 
ploy  it  only  to  drive  vile  and  scandalous  traffickers  for 
the  things  of  this  world,  out  of  their  church,  rather 
than  to  drive  whoever  they  can  into  it.  Whether  the 
latter  be  not  a  proper  method  to  make  their  church  what 
our  Saviour  there  pronounced  of  the  temple,  they  who 
use  it  were  best  look.  For  in  matters  of  religion,  noni; 
are  so  easy  to  be  driven,  as  those  who  have  nothing  of 
religion  at  all ;  and  next  to  them,*  the  vicious,  the  ig- 
norant, the  worldling,  and  the  hypocrite ;  who  care  for 
no  more  of  religion  but  the  name,  nor  no  more  of  any 
church,  but  its  prosperity  and  power :  and  who,  not 
unlike  those  described  by  our  Saviour,  (Luke  xx.  47.) 
for  a  show  come  to,  or  cry  up  the  prayers  of  the  church, 
^  that  they  may  devour  widows,  and  other  helpless  peo* 
**  pie's  houses."  I  say  not  this  of  the  serious  professors 
of  any  church,  who  are  in  earnest  in  matters  of  reli- 
gion.   Sucl)  I  vQlue^  who  conscientiously,  and  out  of  % 
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sincere  persuasion,  embrace  any  religion,  though  differ- 
ent from  mine^  and  in  a  way,  I  think,  mistaken.  But 
no-body  can  have  reason  to  think  otherwise  than  what 
I  have  said,  of  those  who  ard  wrought  upon  to  be  o^ 
any  church,  by  secular  hopes  and  fears.  Those  truly 
place  trade  above  all  other  considerations,  and  mer- 
chandize with  religion  itself,  who  regulate  their  choice 
by  worldly  profit  and  loss. 

You  endeavour  to  prove,  against  the  author,  that  civil 
society  is  not  instituted  .only  for  civil  ends,  i.  e.  the 
procuring,  preserving,  and  advancing  men's  civil  in* 
terests :  your  words  are,  '^  I  must  say^  that  ouf  author 
'*  does  but  beg  the  question,  when  he  affirms  that  the 
"  commonwealth  is  constituted  only  for  the  procuring, 
**  preserving,  and  advancing  of  the  civil  interests  of 
"  the  members  of  it.  That  commonwealths  are  insti- 
tuted for  these  ends,  no  man  will  deny.  But  if  there 
be  any  other  ends  besides  these,  attainable  by  the 
civil  society  and  government,  there  is  no  reason  to 
"  affirm,  that  these  are  the  only  ends,  for  which  they 
*^  are  designed.  Doubtless  commonwealths  are  insti- 
**  tuted  for  the  attaining  of  all  the  benefits  ^vhich  poli- 
^*  tical  government  can  yield.  And  therefore,  if  the 
"  spiritual  and  eternal  interests  of  riien  may  any  way 
be  procured  or  advanced  by  political  government, 
the  procuring  and  advancing  those  interests  must  in 
all  reason  be  reckoned  among  the  ends  of  civil  soci- 
eties, and  so,  consequently,  fall  within  the  compass 
**  of  the  magistrate's  jurisdiction."  I  have  set  down 
your  words  at  large,  to  let  the  reader  see,  that  you  of 
all  men  had  the  least  reason  to  tell  the  author,  he  does 
but  beg  the  question ;  unless  you  mean  to  justify  your- 
self by  the  pretence  of  his  example.  You  argue  thus, 
*  If  there  be  any  other  ends  attainable  by  civil  society, 
*•  then  civil  interests  are  not  the  only  ends  for  which 
"  commonwealths  are  instituted."  And  how  do  you 
prove  there  be  other  ends  ?  Why  thus,  "  Doubtless 
*^  commonwealths  are  instituted  for  the  attaining  of  all 
*•  the  benefits  which  political  government  can  yield." 
Which  is  as  clear  a  demonstration,  as  doubtless  can 
m^ke  it  to  be.     The  question  is,  whether  civil  society 
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be  instituted  only  for  civil  ends?  You  say,  no;  and 
your  proof  is,  because  doubtless  it  is  instituted  for  other 
ends.  If  I  now  say,  doubtless  this  is  a  good  argument ; 
is  not  every  one  bound  without  more  ado  to  admit  it  for 
such  ?  If  not,  doubtless  you  are  in  danger  to  be  thought 
to  beg  the  question. 

But  notwithstanding  you  say  here,  that  the  author 
begs  the  question;  in  the  following  page  you  tell  us, 
*^  That  the  author  offers  three  considerations  which  seem 
''  to  Iiim  abundantly  to  demonstrate,  that  the  civil  power 
*^  neither  can,  nor  ought  in  any  manner  to  be  extended 
*^  to  the  salvation  of  souls."     He  does  not  then  beg 
the  question.     For  the  question  being,  "  Whether  civU 
"  interest  be  the  only  end  of  civil  society,'*  he  gives 
this  reason  for  the  negative,  "  That  civil  power  has  no- 
'*  thing  to  do  with  the  salvation  of  souls ;  *'  and  offers 
three  considerations  for  the  proof  of  it.     For  it  will  al- 
ways be  a  good  consequence,  that,  if  the  civil  power 
has  nothing  to  do  with  the  salvation  of  souls,  **  then 
**  civil  interest  is  the  only  end  of  civil  society."     And 
the  reason  of  it  is  plain ;  l)ecause  a  man  having  no  other 
interest  but  either  in  this  world  or  the  world  to  come ; 
if  the  end  of  civil  society  reach  not  to  a  man's  interest 
in  the  other  world,  all  which  is  comprehended  in  the 
salvation  of  his  soul,  it  is  plain  that  the  sole  end  of  civil 
society  is  civil  interest,  under  which  the  author  com-^ 
prebends  the  good  things  of  this  world. 

And  now  let  us  examine  the  truth  of  your  main  posi- 
tion, viz.  "  That  civil  society  is  instituted  for  the  at- 
*^  taining  all  the  benefits  that  it  may  any  way  yield.'* 
Which,  if  true,  then  this  position  must  be  true,  viz; 
*^  That  all  societies  whatsoever  are  instituted  for  the  at- 
"  taining  all  the  benefits  that  they  may  any  way  yield ; " 
there  being  nothing  peculiar  to  civil  society  in  the  case, 
why  that  society  should  be  instituted  for  the  attaining 
all  the  benefits  it  can  any  way  yield,  and  other  societies 
not.  By  which  argument  it  will  follow,  that  all  socie- 
ties are  instituted  for  one  and  the  same  end :  i.  e.  *^  for 
*'  the  attaining  all  the  benefits  that  they  can  any  way 
"  yield."  By  which  account  there  will  be  no  differ- 
ence between  church  and  state ;  «  commonwealth  and 
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an  army ;  or  between  a  family,  and  the  East-India  com* 
pany;  all  which  have  hitherto  been  thought  distinct 
sorts  of  societies  instituted  for  different  ends.  If  your 
hypothesis,  hold  good^  one  of  the  ends  of  the  family  must 
be  to  preach  the  gospel,  and  administer  the  sacraments ; 
and  one  business  of  an  army  to  teach  languages,  and  pro* 
pagate  religion ;  because  these  are  benefits  some  way  or 
other  attainable  by  those  societies ;  unless  you  take  want 
of  commission  and  authority  to  be  a  sufficient  impedi* 
ment ;  and  that  will  be  so  too  in  other  cases. 

It  is  a  benefit  to  have  true  knowledge  and  philosophy 
embraced  and  assented  to,  in  any  civil  society  or  go- 
vernment. But  will  you  say,  therefore,  that  it  is  a  be- 
nefit to  the  society,  or  one  of  the  ends  of  government, 
that  all  who  are  not  peripatetics  should  be  punished,  to 
make  men  find  out  the  truth  and  profess  it  ?  This  in- 
deed might  be  thought  a  fit  way  to  make  some  men 
embrace  the  peripatetic  philosophy,  but  not  a  proper 
way  to  find  the  truth.  For  perhaps  the  peripatetic  phi* 
losophy  may  not  be  true ;  perhaps  a  great  many  may 
have  not  time,  nor  parts  to  study  it ;  and  perhaps  a  great 
many  who  have  studied  it,  cannot  be  convinced  of  the 
truth  of  it :  and  therefore  it  cannot  be  a  benefit  to  the 
commonwealth,  nor  one  of  the  ends  of  it,  that  these 
members  of  the  society  should  be  disturbed,  and  dis- 
eased to  no  purpose,  when  they  are  guilty  of  no  fault. 
For  just  the  same  reason,  it  cannot  be  a  benefit  to  civil 
society,  that  men  should  be  punished  in  Denmark,  for 
not  being  lutherans ;  in  Geneva,  for  not  being  calvin- 
ists ;  and  in  Vienna,  for  not  being  papists ;  as  a  means 
to  make  them  find  out  the  true  religion.  For  so,  upon 
your  grounds,  men  must  be  treated  in  those  places,  as 
well  as  in  England,  for  not  being  of  the  church  of  Eng- 
land. And  then  I  beseech  you,  consider  the  great  be- 
nefit will  accrue  to  men  in  society  by  this  method ;  and 
I  suppose  it  will  be  a  hard  thing  for  you  to  prove, 
that  ever  civil  governments  were  instituted  to  punish 
men  for  not  being  of  this,  or  that  sect  in  religion  : 
however  by  accident,  indirectly  and  at  a  distance,  it  may 
be  an  occasion  to  one  perhaps  of  a  thousand,  or  an  hun- 
dred, to  study  that  controversy,  which  is  all  you  expect 
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from  It.  If  it  be  a  bentfit,  pray  tell  me  what  benefit 
it  is.  A  civil  benefit  it  cannot  be.  For  men*8  civil 
interests  are  disturbed^  injured,  and  impaired  by  it. 
And  what  spiritual  benefit  can  that  be  to  any  multitude 
of  men,  to  be  punished  for  dissenting  from  a  fUse  or  er- 
roneous profession,  I  would  have  you  find  out :  unless 
it  be  a  spiritual  benefit  to  be  in  danger  to  be  driven  into 
a  wrong  way.  For  if  in  aU  differing  secti,  all  but  mie 
is  in  the  wrong,  it  is  a  hundred  to  one  but  that  from 
which  one  dissents,  and  is  punished  for  dissenting  frorn^ 
is  the  wrong. 

I  grant  it  is  past  doubt,  that  the  nature  of  man  is  so 
covetous  of  good,  that  no  one  would  have  excluded 
from  any  action  he  does,  or  from  any  institution  he  is 
concerned  in,  any  manner  of  good  or  benefit  that  it 
might  any  way  yield.  And  if  this  be  your  meaning,  it 
will  not  be  denied  you.  But  then  you  speak  very  im-> 
properly,  or  rather  very  mistakenly,  if  you  call  such  bei^ 
nefits  as  may  any  way,  i.  e«  indirectly,  and  at  a  distance, 
or  by  accident,  be  attained  by  civil  or  any  other  80« 
ciety,  the  ends  for  which  it  is  instituted.  Nothing  can 
**  in  reason  be  reckoned  amongst  the  ends  of  any  so- 
**  ciety,"  but  what  may  in  reason  be  supposed  to  be  de- 
signed by  those  who  enter  into  it.  Now  no-body  can 
in  reason  suppose,  that  any  one  entered  into  civil  so- 
ciety, for  the  procuring,  securing,  or  advancing  the  sal- 
vation of  his  soul ;  when  he,  for  that  end,  needed  not 
the  force  of  civil  society.  **  The  procuring,  therefore, 
**  securing,  and  advancing  the  spiritual  and  eternal  in- 
^  terest  of  men,  cannot  in  reason  be  reckoned  amcmgst 
**  the  ends  of  civil  societies ; "  though  perhaps  it  might 
so  fall  out,  that  in  some  particular  instance,  some  man's 
spiritual  interest  might  be  advanced  by  your  or  any  other 
way  of  applying  civil  force.  A  nobleman,  whose  cha-* 
pel  is  decayed  or  fallen,  may  make  use  of  his  dining-^ 
room  for  praying  and  preaching.  Yet  whatever  benefit 
were  attainable  by  this  use  of  the  room,  no-body  can 
in  reason  reckon  this  among  the  ends  for  which  it  was 
built;  no  more  than  the  accidental  breeding  of  some 
lard  in  any  part  of  it,  though  it  were  a  benefit  it  yield 
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ed  could  in  reason  be  reckoned  among  the  ends  of 
building  the  house. 

But^  say  you,  *'  doubtless  commonwealths  are  instil 
**  tuted  for  the  attaining  of  all  the  benefits  which  poli- 
^'  tical  government  can  yield ;  and  therefore  if  the  spi- 
*^  ritual  and  eternal  interests  of  men  may  any  way  be 
<<  procured  or  advanced  by  political  government,  the 
<<  procuring  and  advancing  those  interests,  must  in  all 
'*  reason  be  reckoned  amongst  the  ends  of  civil  society, 
^  and  so  consequently  fall  within  the  compass  of  the 
**  magistrate's  jurisdiction/'  Upon  the  same  grounds, 
I  thus  reason :  Doubtless  churches  are  instituted  for  the 
attaining  of  all  the  benefits  which  ecclesiastical  govern-* 
ment  can  yield ;  and  therefore,  if  the  temporal  and  se- 
cular interests  of  men  may  any  way  be  procured  or 
advanced  by  ecclesiastical  polity,  the  procuring  and 
advancing  those'  interests  must  in  all  reason  be  reckoned 
among  the  ends  of  religious  societies,  and  so  conse- 
quently fall  within  the  compass  of  churchmen's  juris- 
diction. The  church  of  Rome  has  openly  made  its 
advantage  of  *^  secular  interests  to  be  procured  or  ad- 
*^  vanced,  indirectly,  and  at  a  distance,  and  in  ordine 
*^  ad  spiritualia ; "  all  which  ways,  if  I  mistake  not 
English,  are  comprehended  under  your  ^^any  way." 
But  I  do  not  remember  that  any  of  the  reformed  churches 
have  hitherto  directly  professed  it.  But  there  is  a  time 
for  all  things.  And  if  the  commonwealth  once  invades 
the  spiritu^  ends  of  the  church,  by  meddling  with  the 
salvation  of  souls,  which  she  has  always  been  so  tender 
of,  who  can  deny,  that  the  church  should  have  liberty 
to  make  herself  some  amends  by  reprisals  ? 

But,  sir,  however  you  and  I  may  argue  from  wrong 
suppositions,  yet  unless  the  apostle,  £ph.  iv.  where  he 
reckons  up  the  church-officers  which  Christ  hath  insti- 
tuted in  his  church,  had  told  us  they  were  for  some 
other  ends  than  "  for  the  perfecting  of  the  saints,  for 
*'  the  work  of  the  ministry,  for  the  edifying  of  the  body 
*^  of  Christ ; "  the  advancing  of  their  secular  interests 
will  scarce  be  allowed  to  be  their  business,  or  within 
the  compass  of  their  jurisdiction.    Nor  till  it  can  be 
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shown  that  civil  society  is  instituted  for  spiritual  ends, 
or  that  the  magistrate  has  commission  to  interpose  his 
authority,  or  use  force  in  matters  of  religion  ;  your  sup* 
position  ^'  of  spiritual  benefits  indirectly  and  at  a  dis- 
^  tance  attainable  **  by  political  government,  will  never 
prove  the  advancing  of  those  interests  by  force  to  be 
the  magistrate's  business,  **  and  to  fall  within  the  com- 
**  pass  of  his  jurisdiction.**  And  till  then,  the  force  of  the 
arguments  which  the  author  has  brought  against  it,  in  the 
S19th  and  following  pages  of  his  letter,  will  hold  good. 
Commonwealths,  or  civil  societies  and  governments, 
if  you  will  believe  the  judicious  Mr.  Hooker,  are,  as 
St.  Peter  calls  them,  (I  Pet.  ii«  IS.)  av^p»irtV9i  xt/o-k,  the 
contrivance  and  institution  of  man ;  and  he  shows  there 
for  what  end ;  viz.  '*  for  the  punishment  of  evil-doers, 
"  and  the  praise  of  them  that  do  well."  I  do  not  find 
any-where,  that  it  is  for  the  punishment  of  those  who 
are  not  in  church-communion  with  the  magistrate,  to 
make  them  study  controversies  in  religion,  or  hearken 
to  those  who  will  tell  them,  ^'  they  have  mistaken  their 
"  way,  and  offer  to  show  them  the  right  one."  You 
must  show  them  such  a  commission,  if  you  say  it  is  from 
God.  And  in  all  societies  instituted  by  man,  the  ends 
of  them  can  he  no  other  than  what  the  institutors  ap- 
pointed ;  which  I  am  sure  could  not  be  their  spiritual 
and  eternal  interest.  For  they  could  not  stipulate  about 
these  one  with  another,  nor  submit  this  interest  to  the 
power  of  the  society,  or  any  sovereign  they  should  set 
over  it.  There  are  nations  in  the  West-Indies,  which 
have  no  other  end  of  their  society,  but  their  mutual  de- 
fence against  their  common  enemies.  In  these,  their 
captain,  or  prince,  is  sovereign  commander  in  time  of 
war ;  but  in  time  of  peace,  neither  he  nor  any  body  else 
has  any  authority  over  any  of  the  society.  You  cannot 
deny  but  other,  even  temporal  ends,  are  attainable  by 
these  commonwealths,  if  they  had  been  otherwise  insiti- 
tuted  and  appointed  to  these  ends.  But  all  your  say- 
ing, **  doubtless  commonwealths  are  instituted  for  the 
*'  attaining  of  all  the  benefits  which  they  can  yield," 
will  not  give  authority  to  any  one,  or  more,  in  such  a 
society,  by  political  government  or  force,  to  procure 
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directly  or  indirectlj  other  benefits  than  that  for  which 
it  was  instituted  :  and  therefore  there  it  falls  not  within 
the  compass  of  those  princes  jurisdiction  to  punish  any 
one  of  the  society  for  injuring  another ;  because  he  has 
no  commission  so  to  do ;  whatever  reason  you  may  think 
there  iS|  that  that  should  be  reckoned  amongst  the  ends 
of  their  society. 

But  to  conclude :  your  argument  has  that  defect  in  it 
which  turns  it  upon  yourself.  And  that  is,  that  the 
procuring  and  advancing  the  spiritual  and  eternal  in-* 
terests  of  souls^  your  way,  is  not  a  benefit  to  the  society : 
and  so  upon  your  own  supposition,  **  the  procuring  and 
"  advancing  the  spiritual  interest  of  souls,  any  way, 
**  cannot  be  one  of  the  ends  of  civil  society;"*  unless 
the  procuring  and  advancing  the  spiritual  interest  of 
souls,  in  a  way  proper  to  do  more  har|n  than  good  to- 
wards the  salvation  of  souls^  be  to  be  accounted  such  a 
benefit  as  to  be  one  of  the  ends  of  civil  societies.  For 
that  yours  is  such  a  way,  I  have  proved  already.  So 
that  were  it  hard  to  prove  that  political  government, 
whose  only  instrument  is  force,  could  no  way  by  force, 
however  applied,  more  advance  than  hinder  the  spiritual 
and  eternal  interest  of  men;  yet  having  proved  it  against 
your  particular  new  way  of  applying  force,  I  have  suf- 
ficiently vindicated  the  author's  doctrine  from  any  thing 
you  have  said  against  it.  Which  is  enough  for  my  pre*- 
sent  purpose. 

Your  next  page  tells  us,  that  this  reasoning  of  the 
author,  viz.  ^'  that  the  power  of  the  magistrate  cannot 
^  be  extended  to  the  salvation  of  souls,  because  the 
**  care  of  souls  is  not  committed  to  the  magistrate ;  is 
••  proving  the  thing  by  itself."  As  if  you  should  say, 
when  I  tell  you  that  you  could  not  extend  your  power 
to  meddle  with  the  money  of  a  young  gentleman  you 
travelled  with,  as  tutor,  because  the  care  of  his  money 
was  not  committed  to  you,  were  proving  the  thing  1^ 
itself.  For  it  is  not  necessary  that  you  should  have  the 
power  of  his  money  :  it  may  be  entrusted  to  a  steward 
who  travels  with  him :  or  it  may  be  left  to  himself.  If 
you  have  it,  it  is  but  a  delegated  power.  And,  in  all 
delegated  powers,  I  thought  this  a  mir  proof;  you  have 
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it  not,  or  cannot  use  it,  which  is  what  the  author  means 
here  by  extended  to,  because  it  is  not  committed  to  you. 
In  the  summing  up  of  this  argument  (p.  8S6.),  the  au- 
thor says,  *^  no-body  therefore,  in  fine,  neither  com- 
"  mon wealths,  &c.  hath  any  title  to  invade  the  civil 
^  rights  and  worldly  goods  of  another,  upon  pretence 
**  of  religion.**  Which  is  an  exposition  of  what  he 
means  in  the  beginning  of  the  argument,  by  **  the  ma-* 
**  gistrate's  power  cannot  be  extended  to  the  salvation 
**  of  souls."  So  that  if  we  take  these  last  cited  words 
equivalent  to  those  in  the  former  place,  his  proof  will 
stand  thus,  **  the  magistrate  has  no  title  to  invade  the 
^  civil  rights  or  worldly  goods  of  any  one,  upon  pre« 
^  tence  of  religion ;  because  the  care  of  souk  is  not 
**  committed  to  him."  This  is  the  same  in  the  author  s 
sense  with  the  former.  And  whether  either  this,  or 
that,  be  a  proving  the  same  thing  by  itself,  we  must 
leave  to  others  to  judge. 

You  quote  the  author's  argument,  which  he  brings  to 
prove  that  the  care  of  souls  is  not  committed  to  the  ma- 
gistrate,  in  these  words ;  ^  it  is  not  committed  to  him 
^  by  God,  because  it  appears  not  that  God  has  ever 
"  given  any  such  authority  to  one  man  over  another, 
^  as  to  compel  any  one  to  his  religion,"  This,  when 
first  I  read  it,  I  confess,  I  thought  a  good  argument* 
Bnt  you  say,  **  this  is  quite  beside  the  business ; "  and 
the  reason  you  give,  is,  **  for  the  authority  of  the  ma- 
"  gistrate  is  not  an  authority  to  compel  any  to  his  reli- 
**  gion,  but  only  an  authority  to  procure  all  his  sub- 
**  jects  the  means  of  discovering  the  way  of  salvation, 
**  and  to  procure  withal,  as  much  as  in  him  lies,  that 
**  none  remain  ignorant  of  it,"  &c.  I  fear,  sir,  you  for- 
get yourself.  The  author  was  not  writing  against  your 
new  hypothesis,  before  it  was  known  in  the  world.  He 
may  be  excused  if  he  had  not  the  gift  of  prophecy,  to 
argue  against  a  notion  which  was  not  yet  started.  He 
had  in  view  only  the  laws  hitherto  made,  and  the  pu* 
nishments,  in  matters  of  religion,  in  use  in  the  world. 
The  penalties,  as  I  take  it,  are  lain  on  men  for  being 
of  different  ways  of  religion.  Which,  what  is  it  other, 
but  to  compel  them  to  relinquish  their  own,  and  to 
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conform  themselires  to  that  from  which  thej  differ  ?  If 
this  be  not  to  compel  them  to  the  magistrate's  religion, 
pray  tell  us  what  is  ?  This  must  be  necessarily  so  un- 
derstood ;  unless  it  can  be  supposed  that  the  law  intends 
not  to  have  that  done,  which  with  penalties  it  com- 
mands to  be  done ;  or  that  punishments  are  not  com- 
pulsion, not  that  compulsion  the  author  complains  of* 
The  law  says  "  do  this  and  live ; "  embrace  this  doc- 
trine, conform  to  this  way  of  worship,  and  be  at  ease, 
and  free ;  or  else  be  fined,  imprisoned,  banished,  burn- 
ed. If  you  can  show  among  the  laws  that  have  been 
made  in  England,  concerning  religion,  and  I  think  I 
may  say  any-where  else,  any  one  that  punishes  men 
'*  for  not  having  impartially  examined  the  religion  they 
**  have  embraced,  or  refused/'  I  think  I  may  yield  you 
the  cause.  Law-makers  have  been  generally  wiser  than 
to  make  laws  that  could  not  be  executed :  and  there- 
fore their  laws  were  against  non-conformists,  which 
could  be  known;  and  not  for  impartial  examination, 
which  could  not.  It  was  not  then  besides  the  author's 
business,  to  bring  an  argument  against  the  persecutions 
here  in  fashion.  He  did  not  know  that  any  one,  who 
was  so  free  as  to  acknowledge  that  '^  the  magistrate  has 
*^  not  authority  to  compel  any  one  to  his  religion," 
and  thereby  at  (^nce^  as  you  have  done,  give  up  all  the 
laws  now  in  force  against  dissenters ;  had  yet  rods  in 
store  for  them,  and  by  a  new  trick  would  bring  them 
under  the  lash  of  the  law,  when  the  old  pretences  were 
too  much  exploded  to  serve  any  longer.  Have  you 
never  heard  of  such  a  thing  as  the  religion  established 
by  law  ?  Which  is,  it  seems,  the  lawful  religion  of  a 
country,  and  to  be  complied  with  as  such.  There  being 
such  things,  such  notions  yet  in  the  world,  it  was  not 
quite  besides  the  author's  business  to  allege,  that  '*  God 
<*  never  gave  such  authority  to  one  man  over  another 
<<  as  to  compel  any  one  to  his  religion."  I  will  grant, 
if  you  please,  '*  religion  established  by  law"  is  a  pretty 
odd  way  of  speaking  in  the  mouth  of  a  christian ;  and 
yet  it  is  much  in  fashion :  as  if  the  magistrate's  autho- 
rity could  add  any  force  or  sanction  to  any  religion^ 
whether  true  or  false.    I  am  glad  to  find  you  have  so 
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far  considered  the  magistrate's  authority,  that  you  agree 
with  the  author,  that  '^  he  hath  none  to  compel  men 
•*  to  his  religion.'*  Much  less  can  he,  by  any  esta- 
blishment of  law,  add  any  thing  to  the  truth  or  validity 
of  his  own,  or  any  religion  whatsoever. 

It  remains  now  to  examine,  whether  the  author's  ar- 
gument  will  not  hold  good,  even  against  punishments 
in  your  way ;  ^*  for  if  the  magistrate's  authority  be,  as 
**  you  here  say,  only  to  procure  all  his  subjects,  (mark 
**  what  you  say,  all  his  subjects)  the  means  of  dis- 
"  covering  the  way  of  salvation,  and  to  procure  withal, 
**  as  much  as  in  him  lies,  that  none  remain  ignorant  of 
^*  it,  or  refuse  to  embrace  it^  either  for  want  of  using 
*'  those  means,  or  by  reason  of  any  such  prejudices  as 
**  may  render  them  ineffectual."     If  this  be  the  magi- 
strate's business,  in  reference  to  all  his  subjects,  I 
desire  you,  or  any  man  else,  to  tell  me  how  this  can  be 
done  by  the  application  of  force  only  to  a  part  of  them : 
unless  you  will   still  vainly  suppose  ignorance,   negli- 
gence, or  prejudice,  only  amongst  that  part  which  any* 
where  differs  from  the  magistrate.     If  those  of  the  ma- 
gistrate's church  may  be  ignorant  of  the  way  of  salva-* 
tion  ;  if  it  be  possible  there  may  be  amongst  them  those 
*^  who  refuse  to  embrace  it^  either  for  want  of  using 
**  those  means,  or  by  reason  of  any  such  prejudices  as 
**  may  render  them  ineffectual : "  What,  in  this  case, 
becomes  of  the  magistrate's  authority  to  procure  all  his 
subjects  the  means  of  discovering  the  way  of  salvation  ? 
Must  these  of  his  subjects  be  neglected,  and  left  with- 
out the  means  he  has  authority  to  procure  them  ?     Or 
must  he  use  force  upon  them  too  ?  And  then,  pray,  show 
me  how  this  can  be  done.     Shall  the  magistrate  punish 
those  of  his  own  religion,  '*  to  procure  them  the  means 
**  of  discovering  the  way  of  salvation,  and  to  procure 
^*  as  much  as  in  him  lies,  that  they  remain  not  igno- 
"  rant  of  it,  or  refuse  not  to  embrace  it  ?  "     These  are 
such  contradictions  in  practice,  this  is  such  condemna- 
tion of  a  man's  own  religion,  as  no  one  can  expect  from 
the  magistrate ;  and  I  dare  say  you  desire  not  of  him. 
And  yet  this  is  that  he  must  do,  "  if  his  authority  be 
^'  to  procure  all.  his  subjects  the  means  of  discovering 
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*'  the  way  to  salvation/'  And  if  it  be  so  needful  as 
you  say  it  is,  that  he  should  use  it,  I  am  sure  force  can* 
not  do  that  till  it  be  applied  wider,  and  punishment  be 
laid  upon  more  than  you  would  have  it ;  for  **  if  the 
**  magistrate  be  by  force  to  procure,  as  much  as  in  him 
^'  lies,  that  none  remain  ignorant  of  the  way  of  salva- 
^*  tion ; "  must  he  not  punish  all  those  who  ai*e  igno* 
rant  of  the  way  of  salvation  ?  And  pray  tell  me  how 
this  is  any  way  practicable,  but  by  supposing  none  in 
the  national  church  ignorant,  and  all  out  of  it  ignorant 
of  the  way  of  salvation.  Which,  what  is  it,  but  to  pu- 
nish men  barely  for  not  being  of  the  magistrate's  reli* 
gion ;  the  very  thing  you  deny  he  has  authority  to  do  ? 
So  that  the  magistrate  having,  by  your  own  confession, 
no  authority  thus  to  use  force ;  and  it  being  otherways 
impracticable  **for  the  procuring  all  his  subjects  the 
"  means  of  discovering  the  way  of  salvation;*'  there  is 
an  end  of  force.  And  so  force  being  laid  aside,  either 
as  unlawful,  or  impracticable,  the  author's  argument 
holds  good  against  force,  even  in  your  way  of  apply* 
ing  it. 

But  if  you  say,  as  you  do  in  the  foregoing  page,  that 
the  magistrate  has  authority  **  to  lay  such  penalties  upon 
**  those  who  refuse  to  embrace  the  doctrine  of  the  pro* 
*'  per  minbters  of  religion,  and  to  submit  to  their  spi« 
*^  ritual  government,  as  to  make  them  bethink  them- 
**  selves  so  as  not  to  be  alienated  from  the  truth :  (for, 
**  as  for  foolish  humour,  and  uncharitable  prejudice," 
&ic,  which  are  but  words  of  course  that  opposite  par- 
ties give  one  another,  as  marks  of  dislike  and  presump- 
tion, I  omit  them,  as  signifying  nothing  to  the  ques- 
tion ;  being  such  as  will  with  the  same  reason  be  re- 
torted by  the  other  side),  against  that  also  the  author's 
argument  holds,  that  the  magistrate  has  no  such  au- 
thority. 1.  Because  Gk)d  never  gave  the  magistrate  an 
authority  to  be  judge  of  truth  for  another  man  in  mat- 
ters of  religion :  and  so  he  cannot  be  judge  whether  any 
man  be  alienated  from  the  truth  or  no.  S.  Because  the 
magistrate  had  never  authority  given  him  ^^  to  lay  any 
'^  penalties  on  those  who  refuse  to  embrace  the  doctrine 
*'  of  the  proper  minbters  of  bis  religion,  or  of  any 
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^  other^  or  to  submit  to  their  spiritual  government," 
more  than  on  any  other  men. 

To  the  author  s  argument,  that  the  magistrate  can- 
not receive  such  authority  from  the  people ;  because  no 
man  has  power  to  leave  it  to  the  choice  of  any  other 
man  to  choose  a  religion  for  him ;  you  give  this  plea^ 
sant  answer :  "  As  the  power  of  the  magistrate,  in  re« 
*^  ference  to  religion,  is  ordained  for  the  bringing  men 
*'  to  take  such  care  as  they  ought  of  their  salvation, 
^  that  they  may  not  blindly  leave  it  to  the  choice,  nei* 
**  ther  of  any  other  person,  nor  yet  of  their  own  lusts 
^*  and  passions,  to  prescribe  to  them  what  faith  or  wor- 
^^  ship  they  shall  embrace ;  so  if  we  suppose  this  power 
*'  to  be  vested  in  the  magistrate  by  the  consent  of  the 
'*  people;  this  will  not  import  their  abandoning  the 
*'  care  of  their  salvation,  but  rather  the  contrary.  For 
'^  if  men,  in  choosing  their  religion,  are  so  generally 
**  subject,  as  has  been  showed,  when  left  wholly  to 
^  themselves,  to  be  so  much  swayed  by  prejudice  and 
**  passion,  as  either  not  at  all,  or  not  sufficient  to  re- 
^  gard  the  reasons  and  motives  which  ought  alone  to 
*^  determine  their  choice;  then  it  is  every  man's  true 
^*  interest,  not  to  be  left  wholly  to  himself  in  this  mat^ 
^'  ter;  but  that  care  should  be  taken,  that,  in  an  af- 
^^  fair  of  so  vast  concernment  to  him,  he  may  bo  brought 
^  even  against  his  own  inclination,  if  it  cannot  be  done 
**  otherwise  (which  is  ordinarily  the  case),  to  act  ac- 
**  cording  to  reason  and  sound  judgment.  And  then 
^  what  better  course  can  men  take  to  provide  for  this, 
**  than  by  vesting  the  power  I  have  described  in  him 
"  who  bears  the  sword  ?  " — Wherein  I  beseech  you  con^' 
sider,  1.  Whether  it  be  not  pleasant,  that  you  say— 
'*  the  power  of  the  magistrate  is  ordained  to  bring  men 
"  to  take  such  care;"  and  thence  infer,  "Then  it  is 
*'  every  one*s  interest  to  vest  such  power  in  the  magi»p 
"  trate  ?  "  For  if  it  be  the  power  of  *the  magistrate,  it 
is  his.  And  what  need  the  people  vest  it  in  him,  un^ 
less  there  be  need,  and  it  be  the  best  course  they  can 
take,  to  vest  a  power  in  the  magistrate,  which  he  has 
already  ?  2.  Another  pleasant  thing  you  here  say,  is, 
*^  That  the  power  of  the  magistrate  is  to  bring  men  to 
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such  a  care  of  their  salvation,  that  they  may  not 
blindly  leave  it  to  the  choice  of  any  person^  or  their 
**  own  lusts,  or  passions,  to  prescribe  to  them  what  faith 
"  or  worship  they  shall  embrace ;  and  yet  that  it  is  their 
*♦  best  course  to  vest  a  power  in  the  magistrate,'*  liable 
to  the  same  lusts  and  passions  as  themselves,  to  choose 
for  them.  For  if  they  vest  a  power  in  the  magistrate 
to  punish  them,  when  they  dissent  from  his  religion  ; 
"  to  bring  them  to  act,  even  against  their  own  inclina- 
'^  tion,  according  to  their  reason  and  sound  judgment ;  *' 
which  is,  as  you  explain  yourself  in  another  place,  to 
bring  them  to  consider  reasons  and  arguments  proper 
and  sufficient  to  convince  them :  How  far  is  this  ih)m 
leaving  it  to  the  choice  of  another  man  to  prescribe  to 
them  what  faith  or  worship  they  shall  embrace  ?  Espe- 
cially if  we  consider  that  you  think  it  a  strange  thing, 
that  the  author  would  have  the  care  of  every  man's  soul 
left  to  himself  alone.  So  that  this  care  being  vested 
"  in  the  magistrate,  with  a  power  to  punish  men  to 
*'  malce  them  consider  reasons  and  arguments  proper 
'^  and  sufficient  to  convince  them  "  of  the  truth  of  his 
religion ;  the  choice  is  evidently  in  the  magistrate,  as 
much  as  it  can  be  in  the  power  of  one  man  to  choose 
for  another  what  religion  he  shall  be  of;  which  consists 
only  in  a  power  of  compelling  him  by  punishments  to 
embrace  it. 

I  do  neither  you  nor  the  magistrate  injury,  when  I 
say  that  the  power  you  give  the  magistrate  of  **  punish- 
*'  ing  men,  to  make  them  consider  reasons  and  argu- 
^'  ments  proper  and  sufficient  to  convince  them ''  is  to 
convince  them  of  the  truth  of  his  religion,  and  to  bring 
them  to  it.  For  men  will  never,  in  his  opinion,  **  act 
<<  according  to  reason  and  sound  judgment/'  which  is 
the  thing  you  here  say  men  should  be  brought  to  by  the 
magistrate,  even  against  their  *^  own  inclination ; "  till 
they  embrace  his  religion.  And  if  you  have  the  brow 
of  an  honest  man,  you  will  not  say  the  magistrate  will 
ever  punish  you  *'  to  bring  you  to  consider  any  other 
**  reasons  and  arguments,  but  such  as  are  proper  to 
'<  convince  you"  of  the  truth  of  his  religion,  and  to 
bring  you  to  that.    Thus  you  shift  fprwiu*cis  and  back- 
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wards.  You  say  *'  the  magistrate  has  no  power  to  pu- 
**  nish  men,  to  compel  them  to  his  religion,"  but  only 
to  '*  compel  them  to  consider  reasons  and  arguments 
"  proper  to  convince  them"  of  the  truth  of  his  reli- 
^OD,  which  is  all  one  as  to  say,  no-body  has  power 
to  choose  your  way  for  you  to  Jerusalem  ;  but  yet  the 
lord  of  the  manor  has  power  to  punish  you,  ^^  to  bring 
**  you  to  consider  reasons  and  arguments  proper  and 
"  sufficient  to  convince  you."  Of  what  ?  That  the  way 
he  goes  in^  is  the  right,  and  so  to  make  you  join  in 
company,  and  go  along  with  him.  So  that,'  in  effect, 
what  is  all  your  going  about,  but  to  come  at  last  to 
the  same  place  again ;  and  put  a  power  into  the  magis- 
trate's hands,  under  another  pretence,  to  compel  men 
to  his  religion  ;  which  use  of  force  the  author  has 
suflSciently  overthrown,  and  you  yourself  have  quitted. 
But  I  am  tired  to  follow  you  so  often  round  the  same 
circle. 

You  speak  of  it  here  as  the  most  deplorable  condi- 
tion imaginable,  that  ^^  men  should  be  left  to  them- 
selves, and  not  be  forced  to  consider  and  examine 
the  grounds  of  their  religion,  and  search  impartially 
"  and  diligently  after  the  truth."  This  you  make  the 
great  miscarriage  of  mankind.  And  for  this  you  seem 
solicitous,  all  through  your  treatise,  to  find  out  a  re- 
medy ;  and  there  is  scarce  a  leaf  wherein  you  do  not 
offer  yours.  But  what  if,  after  all  now,  you  should  be 
found  to  prevaricate  ?  "  Men  have  contrived  to  them- 
"  selves,  say  you,  a  great  variety  of  religions : "  it  is 
granted.  "  They  seek  not  the  truth  in  this  matter  with 
**  that  application  of  mind,  and  that  freedom  of  judg- 
**  ment  which  is  requisite  :  '*  it  is  confessed.  "All  the 
false  religions  now  on  foot  in  the  world  have  taken 
their  rise  from  the  slight  and  partial  consideration, 
"  which  men  have  contented  themselves  w4th,  in 
*^  searching  after  the  true ;  and  men  take  them  up,  and 
"  persist  in  them,  for  want  of  due  examination  : "  be 
it  so.  **  There  is  need  of  a  remedy  for  this,  and  I 
"  have  found  one  whose  success  cannot  be  questioned : " 
very  well.  What  is  it  ?  Let  us  hear  it.  "  Why,  dis- 
**  senters  must  be  punished."     Can  any  body  that  hears 
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you  say  so,  believe  you  in  earnest ;  and  that  want  of 
examination   is   the  thing  you  would  have  amended, 
when  want  of  examination  is  not  the  thing  you  would 
have  punished  ?     If  want  of  examination  be  the  fault, 
want  of  examination  must  be  punished ;  if  you  are,  as 
you  pretend,  fully  satisfied,  that  punishment  is  the  pro- 
per and  only  means  to  remedy  it.     But  if»  in  all  your 
treatbe,  you  can  show  me  one  place,  where  you  say 
that  the  ignorant,  the  careless,  the  inconsiderate,  the 
negligent  in  examining  thoroughly  the  truth  of  their 
own  and  others  religion,   &c.   are  to  be  punished;  I 
will  allow  your  remedy  for  a  good  one.     But  you  have 
not  said  any  thing  like  this :  and  which  is  more,  I  tell 
you  before-hand,  you  dare  not  say  it.     And  whilst  you 
do  not,  the  world  has  reason  to  Judge,  that  however 
want  of  examination  be  a  general  fault,  which  you  with 
great  vehemency  have  exaggerated ;  yet  you  use  it  only 
for  a  pretence  to  punish  dissenters ;  and  either  distrust 
your  remedy,  that  it  will  not  cure  this  evil,  or  else  care 
not  to  have  it  generally  cured.     This  evidently  appears 
from  your  whole  management  of  the  argument.     And 
he  that  reads  your  treatise  with  attention,  will  be  more 
confirmed  in  this  opinion,  when  he  shall  find,  that  you 
who  are  so  earnest  to  have  men  punished  to  bring  them 
to  consider  and  examine,  so  that  they  may  discover  the 
way  to  salvation,  have  not  said  one  word  of  consider- 
ing, searching,  and  hearkening  to  the  scripture ;  which 
had  been  as  good  a  rule  for  a  christian  to  have  sent 
them  to,  **  as  to  reasons  and  arguments  proper  to  con* 
"  vince  them  **  of  you  know  not  what ;  "  as  to  tlie 
**  instruction  and  government  of  the  proper  ministers 
"  of  religion,"  which  who  they  are,  men  are  yet  far 
from  being  agreed ;  *^  or  as  to  the  information  of  those 
*'  who  tell  them  they  have  mistaken  their  way,  and 
*'  offer  to  show  them  the  right ;  and  to  the  like  uncen 
tain  and  dangerous  guides;  which  were  not  those 
that  our  Saviour  and  the  apostles  sent  men  to,  but 
to  the  scriptures/'     ^^  Search  the  scriptures,  for  in 
them    you  think  you  have    eternal  life,'*  says  our 
Saviour  to  the  unbelieving    persecuting   jews,    (John 
39-)  and  it  is  the  scrijHures  which,  St.  Paul  says^ 
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*'  are  able  to  make  wise  unto  salvation,''  (2  Tim.  Ui 
16.) 

Talk  no  more,  therefore,  if  you  have  any  care  of 
your  reputation^  how  much  "  it  is  every  man's  inter^t 
**  not  to  be  left  to  himself,  without  molestation,  with- 
**  out  punishment  in  matters  of  religion.  Talk  not  of 
**  bringing  men  to  embrace  the  truth  that  must  save 
^*  them,  by  putting  them  upon  examination/'  Talk 
no  more  *'  of  force  and  punishment,  as  the  only  way 
•*  left  to  bring  men  to  examine."  It  is  evident  you 
mean  nothing  less.  For  though  want  of  examination 
be  the  only  fault  you  complain  of,  and  punishment  be 
in  your  opinion  the  only  way  to  bring  men  to  it ;  and 
this  the  whole  design  of  your  book ;  yet  you  have  not 
once  proposed  in  it,  that  those,  who  do  not  impartially 
examine,  should  be  forced  to  it.  And  that  you  may 
not  think  I  talk  at  random,  when  I  say  you  dare  not ; 
I  will,  if  you  please,  give  you  some  reasons  for  my  say- 
ing so. 

1.  Because,  if  you  propose  (hat  all  should  be  pu- 
nished, who  are  ignorant,  who  have  not  used  **  such 
'^  consideration  as  is  apt  and  proper  to  manifest  the 
"  truth  ;  but  to  have  been  determined  in  the  choice  of 
'^  their  religion  by  impressions  of  education,  admira** 
'^  tion  of  persons,  worldly  respects,  prejudices,  and  the 
^  like  incompetent  motives ;  and  have  taken  up  their 
'*  religion,  without  examining  it  as  tliey  ought ; "  you 
will  propose  to  have  several  of  your  own  church,  be  it 
what  it  will,  punished ;  which  would  be  a  proposition 
too  apt  to  oifend  two  many  of  it,  for  you  to  venture  on* 
For  whatever  need  there  be  of  reformation,  every  one 
will  not  thank  you  for  proposing  such  an  one  as  must 
begin  at,  or  at  least  reach  to  the  house  of  God. 

2.  Because,  if  you  should  propose  that  all  those  who 
are  ignorant,  careless,  and  negligent  in  examining, 
should  be  punished,  you  would  have  little  to  say  in  this 
question  of  toleration.  For  if  the  laws  of  the  state 
were  made,  as  they  ought  to  be,  equal  to  all  the  sub<- 
jects,  without  distinction  of  men  of  different  professions 
in  religion ;  and  the  faults  to  be  amended  by  punish- 
ments, wei*e  impartially  punished,  in  all  who  are  guilty 
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of  them ;  this  would  immediately  produce  a  perfect  to- 
leration, or  show  the  uselessness  of  force  in  matters  of 
religion.  If  therefore  you  think  it  so  necessary^  as  you 
say,  for  the  "  promoting  of  true  religion,  and  the  sal- 
*'  vation  of  souls,  that  men  should  be  punished  to  make 
"  them  examine ;  **  do  but  find  a  way  to  apply  force  to 
all  that  have  not  thoroughly  and  impartially  examined, 
and  you  have  my  consent.  For  though  force  be  not 
the  proper  means  of  promoting  religion ;  yet  there  is 
no  better  way  to  show  the  uselessness  of  it,  than  the  ap- 
plying it  equally  to  miscarriages,  in  whomsoever  found ; 
and  not  to  distinct  parties  or  persuasions  of  men,  for 
the  reformation  of  them  alone,  when  others  are  equally 
faulty. 

3.  Because  without  being  for  as  large  a  toleration  as 
the  author  proposes,  you  cannot  be  truly  and  sincerely 
for  a  free  and  impartid  examination.  For  whoever  ex- 
amines, must  have  the  liberty  to  judge,  and  follow  his 
judgment;  or  else  you  put  him  upon  examination  to 
no  purpose.  And  whether,  that  will  not  as  well  lead 
men  from,  as  to  your  church,  is  so  much  a  venture, 
that,  by  your  way  of  writing,  it  is  evident  enough  you 
are  loth  to  hazard  it ;  and  if  you  are  of  the  national 
church,  it  is  plain  your  brethren  will  not  bear  with  you 
in  the  allowance  of  such  a  liberty.  You  must  therefore 
either  change  your  method ;  and  if  the  want  of  examin- 
ation be  that  great  and  dangerous  fault  you  would  have 
corrected,  you  must  equally  punish  all  that  are  equally 
guilty  of  any  neglect  in  this  matter,  and  then  take  your 
only  means,  your  beloved  force,  and  make  the  best  of 
it ;  or  else  you  must  put  off  your  mask,  and  confess  that 
you  design  not  your  punishments  to  bring  men  to  exa- 
mination, but  to  conformity.  For  the  fallacy  you  have 
used,  is  too  gross  to  pass  upon  this  age. 

What  foUows  to  p.  26.  I  think  I  have  considered 
sufficiently  already.  But  there  you  have  found  out 
something  worth  notice.  In  this  page,  out  of  abund- 
ant kindness,  when  the  dissenters  have  their  heads, 
without  any  cause,  broken,  you  provide  them  a  plaister. 
For,  say  you,  *^  if  upon  such  examination  of  the  mat-^ 
**  ter  *'  (i.  e.  brought  to  it  by  the  magistrate's  punish* 
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ment)  **  they  chance  to  find,  that  the  truth  does  not 
*'  lie  on  the  magistrate's  side ;  they  have  gained  thus 
**  much  however,  even  by  the  magistrate's  misapplying 
**  his  power,  that  they  know  better  than  they  did  be* 
•*  fore,  where  the  truth  does  lie."  Which  is  as  true,  as 
if  you  should  say,  upon  examination  I  find  such  a  one 
is  out  of  the  way  to  York ;  therefore  I  know  better  than 
I  did  before,  that  I  am  in  the  right.  For  neither  of 
you  may  be  in  the  right.  This  were  true  indeed,  if 
there  were  but  two  ways  in  all,  a  right  and  a  wrong. 
But  where  there  be  an  hundred  ways,  and  but  one  right ; 
your  knowing  upon  examination,  that  that  which  1 
take  is  wrong,  makes  you  not  know  any  thing  better 
than  before,  that  yours  is  the  right.  But  if  that  be  the 
best  reason  you  have  for  it,  it  is  ninety *eight  to  one  still 
against  you,  that  you  are  in  the  wrong.  Besides,  he 
that  has  been  punished,  may  have  examined  before,  and 
then  you  are  sure  he  gains  nothing.  However  you  think 
you  do  well  to  encourage  the  magistrate  in  punishing, 
and  comfort  the  man  who  has  suffered  unjustly,  by 
showing  what  he  shall  gain  by  it.  Whereas,  on  the  con- 
trary, in  a  discourse  of  this  nature,  where  the  bounds 
of  right  and  wrong  are  inquired  into,  and  should  be 
established,  the  magistrate  was  to  be  showed  the  bounds 
of  his  authority,  and  warned  of  the  injury  he  did  when 
he  misapplies  his  power,  and  punished  any  man  who 
deserved  it  not ;  and  not  be  soothed  into  injustice,  by 
consideration  of  gain  that  might  thence  accrue  to  the 
sufferer.  "  Shall  we  do  evil  that  good  may  come  of  it  ?'' 
There  are  a  sort  of  people  who  are  very  wary  of  touch- 
ing upon  the  magistrate's  duty,  and  tender  of  showing 
the  bounds  of  his  power,  and  the  injustice  and  ill  con- 
sequences of  his  misapplying  it ;  at  least,  so  long  as  it 
is  misapplied  in  favour  of  them  and  their  party.  I  know 
not  whether  you  are  of  their  number.  But  this  I  am 
sure,  you  have  the  misfortune  here  to  fall  into  their 
mistake.  The  magbtrate,  you  confess,  may  in  this  case 
misapply  his  power ;  and  instead  of  representing  to  him 
the  injustice  of  it,  and  the  account  he  must  give  to  his 
sovereign,  one  day,  of  this  great  trust  put  into  his  hands, 
for  the  equal  protection  of  all  bis  subjects :  you  pretend 
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advantages  which  the  sufferer  may  receive  from  it :  and 
so  instead  of  disheartening  from^  you  give  encourage- 
ment to,  the  mischief.  Whicb>  upon  your  principle^ 
joined  to  the  natural  thirst  in  roan  after  arbitrary  power, 
may  be  carried  to  all  manner  of  exorbitancy,  with  some 
pretence  of  right. 

For  thus  stands  your  system :  "  If  force,  i.  e.  pu- 
^<  nishment,  may  be  any  way  useful  for  the  promoting 
*^  the  salvation  of  souls^  there  is  a  right  somewhere  to 
^*  use  it.    And  this  right,  say  you,  is  in  the  magistrate.** 
Who  then,  upon  your  grounds,  may  quickly  find  rea* 
son,  where  it  suits  his  inclination,  or  serves  his  turn, 
to  punish  men  directly  to  bring  them  to  his  religion. 
For  if  he  may  use  force,  because  it  "  may  be,  indirectly 
**  and  at  a  (Ustance,  any  way  useful  towards  the  salva- 
'^  tion  of  men's  souls,"  towards  the  procuring  any  de* 
gree  of  glory ;  why  may  he  not,  by  the  same  rule,  use 
it  where  it  may  be  useful,  at  least  indirectly  and  at  a 
distance,   towards  the   procuring  a  greater  degree  of 
glory  ?   For  St.  Paul  assures  us,  ^^  that  the  afflictions  of 
"  this  life  work  for  us  a  far  more  exceeding  weight  of 
^'  glory."     So  that  why  should  they  not  be  punished, 
if  in  the  wrong,  to  bring  them  into  the  right  way ;  if 
in  the  right,  to  make  them  by  their  sufferings,  **  gainers 
"  of  a  far  more  exceeding  weight  of  glory?  "  But  what* 
ever  you  say  **  of  punishment  being  lawful,  because, 
*'  indirectly  and  at  a  distance,  it  may  be  useful ; "  I 
suppose  upon  cooler  thoughts^  you  will  be  apt  to  sus* 
pect  that,  however  sufferings  may  promote  the  salva- 
tion of  those  who  make  a  good  use  of  them,  and  so  set 
men  surer  in  the  right  way,  or  higher  in  a  state  of  glory ; 
yet  those  who  make  men  unduly  suffer,  will  have  the 
heavier  account,  and  greater  weight  of  guilt  upon  them, 
to  sink  them  deeper  in  the  pit  of  perdition ;  and  that 
therefore  they  should  be  warned  to  take  care  of  so  using 
their  power.     Because  whoever  be  gainers  by  it,  they 
themselves  will,  without  repentance  and  amendment, 
be  sure  to  be  losei-s.     But  by  granting  that  the  magis* 
trate  misapplies  his  power,  when  he  punishes  those  who 
have  the  right  on  their  side,  whether  it  be  to  bring 
them  to  his  own  religion,  or  whether  it  be  **  to  bring 


A  Second  Letter  concerning  Toleration.      135 

^  them  to  consider  reasons  and  arguments  proper  to 
*'  convince  them/'  you  grant  all  that  the  author  con- 
tends for.  All  that  he  endeavours  is  to  show  the  bounds 
of  dvil  power ;  and  that  in  punishing  others  for  reli- 
gion, the  magistrate  misapplies  the  force  he  has  in  his 
hands,  and  so  goes  beyond  rights  -beyond  the  limits  of 
his  power.  For  I  do  not  think  the  author  of  the  letter 
so  vain,  I  am  sure  for  my  part  I  am  not,  as  to  hope  by 
arguments,  though  ever  so  clear,  to  reform  presently 
all  the  abuses  in  this  matter ;  especially  whilst  men  of 
art,  and  religion,  endeavour  so  industriously  to  palliate 
and  disguise,  what  truth,  yet  sometimes  unawares, 
forces  from  them. 

Do  not  think  I  make  a  wrong  use  of  your  saying, 
**  the  magistrate  misapplies  his  power,"  when  I  say 
you  therein  grant  all  that  the  author  contends  for.  For 
if  the  magistrate  misapplies,  or  makes  wrong  use  of  his 
power,  when  he  punishes  in  matters  of  religion  any  one 
who  is  in  the  right,  though  it  be  but  to  make  him  con- 
sider, as  you  grant  he  does;  he  also  misapplies,  or 
makes  wrong  use  of  hi^  power,  when  he  punishes  any 
one  whomsoever  in  matters  of  religion,  to  make  him 
consider.  For  every  one  is  here  judge  for  himself, 
what  is  right ;  and  in  matters  of  faith,  and  religious 
worship,  another  cannot  judge  for  him.  So  that  to 
punish  any  one  in  matters  of  religion,  though  it  be  but 
to  make  him  consider,  is  by  your  own  confession  be« 
jpood  the  magistrate's  power.  And  that  punishing  in 
matters  of  religion  is  beyond  the  magistrate's  power,  is 
what  the  author  contends  for. 

You  tell  us.  in  the  following  words,  *'  all  the  hurt 
**  that  comes  to  them  by  it,  is  only  the  suffering  some 
''  tolerable  inconveniencies,  for  their  following  the 
**  light  of  their  own  reason,  and  the  dictates  of  their 
**  own  consciences ;  which  certainly  is  no  such  mischief 
**  to  mankind,  as  to  make  it  more  eligible,  that  there 
**  should  be  no  such  power  vested  in  the  magistrate, 
*'  but  the  care  of  every  man's  soul  should  be  left  to 
**  himself  alone  (as  this  author  demands  it  should  be ;) 
'*  that  is,  that  every  man  should  be  suffered,  quietly^ 
^*  and  without  the  least  molestation,  either  to  take  no 
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<'  care  at  all  of  his  soul,  if  he  be  so  pleased ;  or,  in 
*^  doing  it,  to  follow  his  own  groundless  prejudices,  or 
**  unaccountable  humour,  or  any  crafty  seducer,  whom 
*^  he  may  think  fit  to  take  for  his  guide."  Why  should 
not  the  care  of  every  man's  soul  be  left  to  himself,  ra- 
ther t)ian  the  magistrate?  Is  the  magistrate  like  to  be 
more  concerned  for  it  ?  Is  the  magistrate  like  to  take 
more  care  of  it  ?  Is  the  magistrate  commonly  more  care- 
ful of  his  own  9  than  other  men  are  of  theirs  ?  Will  you 
say  the  magistrate  is  less  exposed,  in  matters  of  religion, 
to  prejudices,  humours,  and  crafty  seducers,  than  other 
men  ?  If  you  cannot  lay  your  hand  upon  your  heart, 
and  say  all  this,  what  then  will  be  got  by  the  change  ? 
And  "  why  may  not  the  care  of  every  man's  soul  be 
*^  left  to  himself?  "  Especially  if  a  man  be  in  so  much 
danger  to  miss  the  truth,  '^  who  is  suffered  quietly,  and 
*^  without  the  least  molestation,  either  to  take  no  care 
'*  of  his  soul,  if  he  be  so  pleased,  or  to  follow  his  own 
**  prejudices,"  &c.  For  if  want  of  molestation  be  the 
dangerous  state,  wherein  men  are  likeliest  to  miss  the 
right  way ;  it  must  be  confessed,  that,  of  all  men,  the 
magistrate  is  most  in  danger  to  be  in  the  wrong,  and 
so  the  unfittest,  if  you  take  the  care  of  men's  souls  from 
themselves,  of  all  men  to  be  intrusted  with  it.  For  he 
never  meets  with  that  great  and  only  antidote  of  yours 
against  errour,  which  you  here  call  molestation.  He 
never  has  the  benefit  of  your  sovereign  remedy,  punish* 
ment,  to  make  him  consider ;  which  you  think  so  ne- 
cessary, that  you  look  on  it  as  a  most  dangerous  state 
for  men  to  be  without  it ;  and  therefore  tell  us,  **  it  is 
"  every  man's  true  interest  not  to  be  left  wholly  to 
"  himself  in  matters  of  religion.'* 

Thus,  sir,  I  have  gone  through  your  whole  treatise, 
and,  as  I  think,  have  omitted  nothing  in  it  material. 
If  I  have,  I  doubt  not  but  I  shall  hear  of  it.  And 
now  I  refer  it  to  yourself,  as  well  as  to  the  judgment 
of  the  world,  whether  the  author  of  the  letter,  in  say- 
ing no-body  hath  a  right,  or  you,  in  saying  the  magis« 
trate  hath  a  right,  to  use  force  in  matters  of  religion, 
has  most  reason.  In  the  mean  time,  I  leave  this  request 
with  you :  that  if  ever  you  write  again,  about  "  the 


A  Second  Letter  concerning  Toleration.      137 

''  means  of  bringing  souls  to  salvation,'"  which  cer- 
tainty is  the  best  design  any  one  can  employ  his  pen  in^ 
you  would  take  care  not  to  prejudice  so  good  a  cause, 
by  ordering  it  so,  as  to  make  it  look  as  if  you  writ  for 
a  party. 

I  am,  S1R9 

Your  most  humble  servant, 

Philanthropus. 

May  27,  1690. 
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To  the  AuTHOE  of  the  Third  Letter  concerning 

Toleration. 


CHAPTER  I. 


SIR, 
The  business  which  your  Letter  concerning  Tole- 
ration found  me  engaged  in,  has  taken  up  so  much 
of  the  time  my  health  would  allow  me  ever  since,  that 
I  doubt  whether  I  should  now  at  all  have  troubled  you 
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or  the  world  with  an  answer,  had  not  some  of  my 
friends,  sufficiently  satisfied  of  the  weakness  of  your 
arguments,  with  repeated  instances,  persuaded  me  it 
might  be  of  use  to  truth,  in  a  point  of  so  great  moment, 
to  clear  it  from  those  fallacies  which  might  perhaps 
puzzle  some  unwary  readei's ;  and  therefore  prevailed 
on  me  to  show  the  wrong  grounds  and  mistaken  reason- 
ings you  make  use  el  to  support  your  new  way  of  per- 
secution. Pardon  me,  sir,  that  I  use  that  name,  which 
you  are  so  much  offended  at ;  for  if  punishment  be  pu- 
nishment, though  it  come  short  of  the  discipline  of  fire 
and  faggot,  it  is  as  certain  that  punishment  for  religion 

truly  persecution,  though  it  be  only  such  punishment 
as  you  in  your  clemency  think  fit  to  call  **  moderate 
"  and  convenient  penalties/* ,  But  however  you  please 
to  call  them,  I  doubt  not  blit  to  let  you  see,  that  if  you 
will  be  true  to  your  own  principles,  and  stand  to  ifirhat 
you  have  said,  you  must  carry  your  "  some  degrees  of 
"  force,"  as  you  phrase  it,  to  all  those  degrees  which 
in  words  you  declare  against. 

You  have  indeed  in  this  last  letter  of  yours  altered 
the  question ;  for,  p.  26,  you  tell  me  the  question  be- 
tween us,  is  "  whether  the  magistrate  hath  any  right 
"  to  use  force  to  bring  men  to  the  true  religion  ?  " 
Whereas  you  yourself  own  the  question  to  be,  "  whether 
**  the  magistrate  has  a  right  to  use  force  in  matters  of 
*'  religion  ?  "  Whether  this  alteration  be  at  all  to  the 
advantage  of  truth,  or  your  cause,  we  shall  see.  But 
hence  you  take  occasion  all  along  to  lay  a  load  on  me 
for  charging  you  with  the  absurdities  of  a  power  in  the 
magistrates  to  punish  men,  to  bring  them  to  their  reli- 
gion ;  whereas  you  here  tell  us  they  have  a  right  to  use 
force  "  only  to  bring  men  to  the  true.*'  But  whether 
I  were  more  to  blame  to  suppose  you  to  talk  coherently 
and  mean  sense,  or  you  in  expressing  yourself  so  doubt* 
fully  and  uncertainly,  where  you  were  concerned  to  be 
plain  and  direct,  I  shall  leave  to  our  readers  to  judge ; 
only  here  in  the  beginning,  I  shall  endeavour  to  clear 
myself  of  that  imputation,  I  so  often  meet  with,  of 
charging  on  you  consequences  you  do  not  own,  and  ar- 
guing against  an  opinion  that  is  not  yours,  in  those 
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Idacest  where  I  show  how  little  advantage  it  would  be 
to  truth,  or  the  salvation  of  men's  80uls»  that  all  ma^ 
girtratea  should  have  a  right  to  use  force  to  bring  men 
to  embrace  their  religion.  This  I  shall  do  bj  proving, 
that  if  upon  your  grounds  the  magistrate,  as  you  pre*^ 
tend,  be  obliged  to  use  force  to  bring  men  to  the  true 
religion,  it  will  necessarily  follow  that  every  magistrate, 
who  believes  his  religion  to  be  true,  is  obliged  to  use 
force  to  bring  men  to  his. 

You  tell  us,  '*  that  by  the  law  of  nature  the  magis-^ 
**  trate  is  invested  with  coactive-  power^  and  obliged  to 
'*  use  it  for  all  the  good  purposes  which  it  might  serve» 
**  and  for  which  it  should  be  found  needful,  even  for 
**  the  restraining  of  false  and  corrupt  religion :  and  thai 
**  it  is  the  magistrate's  duty,  to  which  be  is  commis^ 
"  sioned  by  the  law  of  nature,  but  the  scripture  does 
^  not  properly  give  it  him/* 

I  suppose  you  will  grant  me,  that  any  thing  laid 
ttp(Mi  the  magistrate  as  a  duty,  is  some  way  or  other 
procticaUe.  Now  the  magistrate  being  obliged  to  use 
force  in  matters  of  religion,  but  yet  so  as  to  bring  men 
only  to  the  true  religion,  he  will  not  be  in  any  capa*" 
city  to  perform  this  part  of  his  duty,  unless  the  reli-^ 
gion  he  is  thus  to  promote  be  what  he  can  certainly 
know,  or  else  what  it  is  sufficient  for  him  to  believe^ 
to  be  the  true:  either  his  knowledge  or  his  opinion 
must  point  out  that  religion  to  him,  which  he  is  by  farce 
to  promote ;  or  else  he  may  promiscuously  and  indiffer* 
ently  promote  any  religion,  and  punish  men  at  a  ven* 
ture,  to  bring  them  from  that  they  are  in,  to  any  other. 
This  last  I  think  no4)ody  has  been  so  wild  as  to  say. 

If  therefore  it  must  be  either  his  knowledge  or  his 
persuasion  that  must  guide  the  magistrate  herein,  and 
keep  him  within  the  bounds  of  his  duty ;  if  the  magis* 
trates  of  the  world  cannot  know,  certainly  know,  the 
true  religion  to  be  the  true  rdigion,  but  it  be  of  a  na* 
ture  to  exercise  their  faith ;  (for  where  vision,  know-*- 
ledge,  and  certainty  is,  there  faith  is  done  away ;)  then 
that  which  gives  them  the  last  determination  herring 
must  be  their  own  belief,  their  own  persuasion. 
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To  you  and  me  the  christian  religion  is  the  true,  and 
that  is  built,  to  mention  no  other  articles  of  it,  on  this, 
that  Jesus  Christ  was  put  to  death  at  Jerusalem,  and 
rose  again  from  the  dead.  Now  do  you  or  I  know  this  ? 
I  do  not  ask  with  what  assurance  we  believe  it,  for  that 
in  the  highest  degree  not  being  knowledge,  is  not  what 
we  now  inquire  after.  Can  any  magistrate  demonstrate 
to  himself,  and  if  he  can  to  himself,  he  does  ill  not  to 
do  it  to  others,  not  only  all  the  articles  of  his  church, 
but  the  fundamental  ones  of  the  christian  religion  ?  For 
whatever  is  not  capable  of  demonstration,  as  such  re- 
mote matters  of  fact  are  not,  is  not,  unless  it  be  self-evi- 
dent, capable  to  produce  knowledge,  how  well  grounded 
and  great  soever  the  assurance  of  faith  may  be  where- 
with it  is  received ;  but  faith  it  is  still,  and  not  know- 
ledge ;  persuasion,  and  not  certainty.  This  is  the  highest 
the  nature  of  the  thing  will  permit  us  to  go  in  matters 
of  i^vealed  religion,  which  are  therefore  called  matters 
of  faith :  a  persuasion  of  our  own  minds,  short  of  know- 
ledge, is  the  last  result  that  determines  us  in  such  truths. 
It  is  all  God  requires  in  the  gospel  for  men  to  be  saved : 
and  it  would  be  strange  if  there  were  more  I'equired  of 
the  magistrate  for  the  direction  of  another  in  the  way 
to  salvation,  than  is  required  of  him  for  his  own  sal- 
vation. Knowledge  then,  properly  so  called,  not  being 
to  be  had  of  the  truths  necessary  to  salvation,  the  ma- 
gistrate must  be  content  with  faith  and  persuasion  for 
the  rule  of  that  truth  he  will  recommend  and  enforce 
upon  others ;  as  well  as  of  that  whereon  he  will  venture 
his  own  eternal  condition.  If  therefore  it  be  the  ma- 
gistrate's duty  to  use  force  to  bring  men  to  the  true  re- 
ligion, it  can  be  only  to  that  religion  which  he  believes 
to  be  true :  so  that  if  force  be  at  all  to  be  used  by  the 
magistrate  in  matters  of  religion,  it  can  only  be  for  the 
promoting  that  religion  which  he  only  believes  to  be 
true,  or  none  at  all.  I  grant  that  a  strong  assurance  of 
any  truth  settled  upon  prevalent  and  well-grounded  ar- 
guments of  probability,  is  oflen  called  knowledge  in 
popular  ways  of  talking :  but  being  here  to  distinguish 
between  knowledge  and  belief,  to  what  degrees  of  con- 
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fidenoe  soever  raised,  their  boundaries  must  be  kept, 
and  their  names  not  confounded.  I  know  not  what 
greater  pledge  a  man  can  give  of  a  full  persuasion  of  the 
truth  of  anj  thing,  than  his  venturing  his  soul  upon  it, 
as  he  does,  who  sincerely  embraces  any  religion,  and 
receives  it  for  true.  But  to  what  degree  soever  of  assu- 
rance his  faith  may  rise,  it  still  comes  short  of  know- 
ledge. Nor  can  any  one  now,  I  think,  arrive  to  greater 
evidence  of  the  truth  of  the  christian  religion,  than  the 
first  converts  in  the  time  of  our  Saviour  and  the  apos- 
tles had ;  of  whom  yet  nothing  more  was  r^uired  but 
to  believe. 

But  supposing  all  the  truths  of  the  christian  religion 
necessary  to  salvation  could  be  so  known  to  the  magi- 
strate, that,  in  his  use  of  force  for  the  bringing  men  to 
embrace  these,  he  could  be  guided  by  infaltible  cer- 
tainty ;  yet  I  fear  this  would  not  serve  your  turn,  nor 
authorise  the  magistrate  to  use  force  to  bring  men  in 
England,  or  any-where  else,  into  the  communion  of  the 
national  church,  in  which  ceremonies  of  human  institu- 
tbn  were  imposed,  which  could  not  be  known,  nor,  being 
confessed  things  in  their  own  nature  indifferent,  so  much 
as  thought  necessary  to  salvation. 

But  of  this  I  shflJl  have  occasion  to  speak  in  another 
place ;  all  the  use  I  make  of  it  here,  is  to  show,  that  the 
cross  in  baptism,  kneeling  at  the  sacrament,  and  such- 
like things,  being  impossible  to  be  known  necessary  to 
salvation,  ascertain  knowledge  of  the  truth  of  the  ar- 
ticles of  faith  of  any  church  could  not  authorise  the 
magistrate  to  compel  men  to  embrace  the  communion 
of  that  church,  wherein  any  thing  were  made  necessary 
to  communion,  which  he  did  not  know  was  necessary 
to  salvation. 

By  what  has  been  already  said,  I  suppose  it  is  evi* 
dent,  that  if  the  magistrate  be  to  use  force  only  for  pro- 
moting the  true  religion,  he  can  have  no  other  guide 
but  his  own  persuasion  of  what  is  the  true  religion,  and 
must  be  led  by  that  in  his  use  of  force,  or  else  not  use 
it  at  all  in  matters  of  religion.  If  you  take  the  latter 
of  these  consequences,  you  and  I  are  agreed :  if  the  for- 

VOL.   V.  L 


140  A  Third  letter /br  Tolefdtion. 

mer,  you  must  allow  all  magistratefl^  of  whatsoever  r6- 
ligion,  the  use  of  force  to  biiug  men  to  theirsi  and  so 
be  involred  in  all  those  ill  consequences  which  you  can- 
not it  seems  admit,  and  hoped  to  decline  by  your  useless 
distinction  of  force  to  be  used>  not  for  atiy,  but  for  the 
true  religion. 

"  It  is  the  duty,"  you  say,  "  of  the  magistrate  to  use 
•*  force  for  promoting  the  true  religion.'*  And  in  se- 
Teral  places  you  tell  iis^  he  is  obliged  to  it.  Persuade 
magistrates  in  general  of  this,  and  then  tell  me  how  any 
magistrate  shall  be  restrained  from  the  use  of  force,  for 
the  promoting  what  he  thinks  to  be  the  true  ?  For  he 
being  persuaded  that  it  is  his  duty  td  use  force  to  pro- 
mote the  true  religionj  and  being  also  persuaded  his  is 
the  true  religion^  what  shall  stop  his  hand  ?  Must  he 
forbear  the  use  of  force  till  he  be  got  beyond  believing, 
into  a  certain  knowledge  that  all  he  requires  men  to  em* 
brace,  is  necessary  to  salvation  ?  If  that  be  it  you  will 
stand  to,  you  have  my  consent,  and  I  think  there  will 
be  ho  need  of  any  other  toleration.  But  if  the  believ- 
ing his  religion  to  be  the  true,  be  sufficient  for  the  ma- 
gistrate to  use  force  for  the  promoting  of  it,  will  it  be 
so  only  to  the  magistrates  of  the  religion  that  you  pro- 
fess ?  And  must  all  other  magistrates  sit  still  and  not 
do  their  duty  till  they  have  your  permission  ?  If  it  be 
your  magistrate's  duty  to  use  force  for  the  promoting 
the  religion  he  believes  to  be  the  true,  it  will  be  every 
magistrate's  duty  to  use  force  for  the  promoting  what  he 
believes  to  be  the  true,  and  he  sins  if  he  does  not  re^ 
ceive  and  promote  it  as  if  it  were  true.  If  you  will  not 
take  this  upon  my  word,  yet  I  desire  you  to  do  it  upon 
the  strong  reason  of  a  very  judicious  and  reverend  pre- 
late [Dr.  John  Sharp,  archbishop  of  York]  of  the  pre- 
sent church  of  England.  In  a  discourse  concerning 
conscience,  printed  in  quarto,  1687f  p.  18,.  you  will 
find  these  following  words,  and  much  more  to  this  pur- 
pose :  ^'  Where  a  man  is  mistaken  in  his  judgment, 
*^  even  in  that  case  it  is  always  a  sin  to  act  against  it. 
**  Though  we  should  take  that  for  a  duty  whidi  is 
<•'  really  a  sin,  yet  so  long  as  we  are  thus  persuaded^  it 
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**  will  be  highly  criminttl  in  us  to  act  in  contrddlctlon 
'^  to  thi^  pienuasion :  and  the  reason  of  this  is  evident^ 
*'  because  hy  so  doing  we  wilAilly  act  against  the  best 
**  fight  which  at  present  we  have  fbr  mrection  of  our 
"^  actions.  So  that  when  all  is  done,  the  immediate 
*^  guide  of  our  actions  can  be  nothing  but  our  couid- 
^  enoe,  our  judgment  and  persuasion.  If  ft  man  for 
*'  instance^  should  of  a  Jew  become  a  christian,  whilst 
yet  in  his  heart  he  believed  that  the  Messiah  is  ndt 
yet  come,  and  that  our  Lord  Jesus  was  an  impostor : 
''  or  if  a  papist  should  renounce  the  communion  of  the 
*^  Roman  church,  and  join  with  ours,  whilst  yet  he  ii 
**  persuaded  that  the  Roman  church  is  the  only  catho- 
**  lie  church,  and  that  our  reformed  churches  are  hete- 
**  tical  or  schismatical ;  though  now  there  is  none  of 
^  us  that  will  deny  that  the  men  in  both  these  CaseM 
'*  have  made  a  good  change^  as  having  changed  a  false 
''  religion  for  a  true  one,  yet  fbr  all  that  I  dare  say  we 
**  should  all  agree  they  were  both  of  them  great  viUdin^ 
*^  for  making  that  change ;  because  they  made  it  not 
"  bpon  honest  principles,  atid  In  pursuance  of  their 
''  judgment,  but  in  direct  contradiction  to  both/'  So 
that  it  being  the  magistrate's  duty  to  use  force  lo  bring 
men  to  the  true  religion,  and  he  being  persuaded  his  is 
the  true,  I  suppose  you  will  no  longer  question  but  that 
he  is  as  much  obliged  to  use  force  to  bring  men  to  it, 
as  if  it  were  the  true ;  and  then,  Sir^  I  hope  you  have 
too  much  respect  for  magistrates,  not  to  allow  them  to 
bdieve  the  religions  to  be  true  which  they  profess.*— 
These  things  put  together,  I  desire  you  to  consider  whe- 
ther if  magistrates  are  obliged  to  use  ibrce  to  bring  men 
to  the  true  religion,  every  magistrate  is  not  obliged  to 
use  ibrce  to  bring  men  to  that  religion  he  believes  to  be 
true? 

This  being  soj  I  hope  I  have  not  argued  so  wholly 
beside  the  purpose,  as  you  all  through  your  letter  ac^ 
cuse  me,  fdr  charging  on  your  doctrine  all  the  ill  con- 
s^uences,  all  the  prejudice  it  would  be  to  the  true  re* 
ligion,  that  magistrates  should  have  power  to  use  forte 
to  bring  men  to  their  religions  i  and  I  presume  you  will 
think  yourself  concerned  to  give  to  all  these  plM^ei  in 
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the  first  and  second  letter  concerning  toleration,  which 
show  the  inconveniencies  and  absurdities  of  such  an  use 
of  force,  some  other  answer,  than  that  ^'  you  are  for 
**  punishing  only  such  as  reject  the  true  religion.  That 
*^  it  is  plain  the  force  you  speak  of  is  not  force,  my  way 
''  applied,  f  •  e.  applied  to  the  promoting  the  true  reli- 
gion only,  but  to  the  promoting  aU  the  national 
religions  in  the  world."  And  again,  to  my  arguing 
that  force  your  way  applied,  if  it  can  propagate  any  re- 
ligion, it  is  likelier  to  be  the  false  than  the  true,  because 
few  of  the  magistrates  of  the  world  are  in  the  right  way ; 
you  reply,  'Uhis  would  have  been  to  the  purpose,  if 
'*  you"  had  asserted  that  every  magistrate  may  use  force 
**  your  "  indirect  way  (or  any  way)  to  bring  men  to  his 
*  own  religion,  whatever  that  be.  But  if  "  you  **  as- 
^  serted  no  such  thing  (as  no  man  you  think  but  an 
atheist  will  assert  it),  then  this  is  quite  beside  the  bu- 
siness." This  is  the  great  strength  of  your  answer, 
and  your  refuge  almost  in  every  page.  So  that  I  will 
presume  it  reasonable  to  expect  that  you  should  clearly 
and  directly  answer  what  I  have  here  said,  or  else  find 
some  other  an9wer  than  what  you  have  done  to  the  se- 
cond letter  concerning  toleration;  however  acute  you 
are,  in  your  way,  in  several  places,  on  this  occasion,  as 
p.  11^  12,  for  my  answer  to  which  I  shall  refer  you  to 
another  p  ace. 

To  my*argument  against  force,  from  the  magistrate's 
being  as  liable  to  errour  as  the  rest  of  mankind,  you  an- 
swer, That  I  *^  might  have  considered  that  this  argu- 
ment concerns  none  but  those  who  assert  that  every 
magistrate  has  a  right  to  use  force  to  promote  his  own 
religion,  whatever  it  be,  which  **you"  think  no 
man  that  has  any  religion  will  assert."  I  suppose 
you  may  think  now  this  answer  will  scarce  serve,  and 
you  must  assert  either  no  magistrate  to  have  right  to  pro- 
mote his  religion  by  force,  or  else  be  involved  in  the 
condemnation  you  pass  on  those  who  assert  it  of  all  ma- 
gistrates. And  here  I  think,  as  to  the  decision  of  tHe 
question  betwixt  us,  I  might  leave  this  matter:  but 
there  being  in  your  letter  a  great  many  other  gross 
mistakes,  wrong  suppositions,  and  fallacious  arguings^ 


A  Third  Letter  for  Toleration.  149 

which  in  those  general  and  plausible  terms  you  have 
made  use  of  in  several  places,  as  best  served  your  turn, 
may  possibly  have  imposed  on  yourself,  as  well  as  they 
are  fitted  to  do  so  on  others,  and  therefore  will  deserve 
to  have  some  notice  taken  of  them ;  I  shall  give  my« 
self  the  trouble  of  examining  your  letter  a  little  far- 
ther. 

To  my  saying  "  It  is  not  for  the  magistrate^  upon 
*'  an  imagination  of  its  usefulness,  to  make  use  of  any 
**  other  means  than  what  the  author  and  finisher  of  our 
**  faith  had  directed ; "  you  reply,  "  which,  how  true 
"  soever,  is  not,  I  think,  veiy  much  to  the  purpose ; 
^  for  if  the  magistrate  does  only  assist  that  ministry 
^  which  our  Lord  has  appointed,  by  using  so  much  of 
^  his  coactive  power  for  the  fuilheiing  their  service,  as 
"  common  experience  discovers  to  be  useful  and  ne- 
*^  cessary  for  that  end ;  there  is  no  manner  of  ground 
^  to  say,  that,  upon  an  imagination  of  its  usefulness, 
'*  he  makes  use  of  any  other  means  for  the  salvation  of 
^  men's  souls,  than  what  the  author  and  finisher  of  our 
^  faith  has  directed.  It  is  true  indeed  the  author  and 
*^  finisher  of  our  faith  has  given  the  magistrate  no  new 
^^  power  or  commission,  nor  was  there  any  need  that  he 
'^  should,  (if  himself  had  had  any  temporal  power  to 
"  give :)  for  he  found  him  already,  even  by  the  law  of 
^  nature,  the  minister  of  God  to  the  people  for  good, 
*'  and  bearing  the  sword  not  in  vain,  i.  e.  invested  with 
'*  coactive  power,  and  obliged  to  use  it  for  all  the  good 
**  purposes  which  it  might  serve,  and  for  which  it 
^  should  be  found  needful ;  even  for  the  restraining  of 
*'  false  and  corrupt  religion ;  as  Job  long  before  (per- 
**  haps  before  any  part  of  the  scriptures  wei-e  written) 
^  acknowledged,  when  he  said,  that  the  worshipping 
**  the  sun  or  the  moon  was  an  iniquity  to  be  punished 
**  by  the  judge.  But  though  our  Saviour  has  given  the 
"  magistrates  no  new  power,  yet  being  king  of  kings, 
"  he  expects  and  requires  that  they  should  submit  them- 
•*  selves  to  his  sceptre,  and  use  the  power  which  always 
^  belonged  to  them,  for  his  service,  and  for  the  ad- 
*^  vancing  his  spiritual  kingdom  in  the  world.  And 
^^  even  that  charity  which  our  great  Master  so  earnestly 
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**  r^ommeods  and  so  striptly  requires  of  all  his  dis- 
^^  ciples,  as  it  obliges  all  men  to  seek  and  promote  the 
<<  good  of  otbersi  as  well  as  their  own^  especially  their 
*^  spiritual  and  eternal  good»  by  such  means  as  their  se- 
*'  veral  places  and  relations  enable  them  to  use ;  so  does 
**  it  especially  oblige  the  magistrate  to  do  it  as  a  magi- 
•*  strate,  i.  e.  by  that  power  which  enables  him  to  do 
^*  it  above  the  rate  of  other  men. 

^*  So  far  therefore  is  the  christian  magistrate,  when  he 
«  gives  his  helping  hand  to  the  furtherance  of  the  gos- 
*^  pel,  by  laying  convenient  penalties  upon  such  as  re- 
'*  ject  it,  or  any  part  of  it,  from  using  any  other  means 
*'  for  the  salvation  of  men*s  souls,  than  what  the  au- 
*^  thor  and  finisher  of  our  faith  has^  directed,  that  he 
^^  does  no  more  than  his  duty  to  God,  to  his  Redeemer, 
*^and  to  his  subjects^  requires  of  him." 

The  sum  of  your  reply  amounts  to  this,  that  by  the 
law  of  nature  the  magistrate  may  make  use  of  his  co- 
active  power  where  it  is  useful  and  necessary  for  the  good 
of  the  people.  If  it  be  from  the  law  of  nature,  it  must 
)>e  to  all  magistrates  equally ;  and  then  I  ask,  whether 
this  good  they  are  to  promote  without  any  new  power 
or  commission  from  our  Saviour,  be  what  they  think  to 
be  so,  or  what  they  certainly  know  to  be  so.  If  it  be 
what  they  think  to  be  so,  then  all  magistrates  may  use 
force  to  bring  men  to  their  religion  :  and  what  good  this 
is  like  to  be  to  men,  or  of  what  use  to  the  ti*ue  religion, 
we  have  elsewhere  considered.  If  it  be  only  that  good 
which  they  certainly  know  to  be  so,  they  will  be  very 
ill  enabled  to  do  what  you  require  of  them,  which  you 
here  tell  us  is  to  assist  that  ministry  which  our  Lord  has 
appointed.  Which  of  the  magistrates  of  your  time  did 
you  know  to  have  so  well  studied  the  controversies  about 
ordination  and  church  government,  to  be  so  well  versed 
in  church-history  and  succession,  that  you  can  under- 
take that  he  certainly  knew  which  was  the  ministry 
which  our  Lord  had  appointed,  either  that  of  Rome, 
or  that  of  Sweden ;  whether  the  episcopacy  in  one  part 
of  this  island,  or  the  presbytery  in  another,  were  the 
n)inistry  which  our  Lord  bad  appointed  ?  If  you  say, 
being  firmly  persuaded  of  it  be  sufficient  to  authorize 
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the  tQdgistrate  to  use  force ;  you,  with  the  atheists^  as 
you  call  them,  who  do  so,  give  the  people  up  in  every 
country  to  the  coaotive  force  of  the  magistrate  to  be 
employed  fidr  the  assisting  the  ministers  of  his  religion ; 
and  king  Lewis  of  good  right  comes  in  with  his  dra<« 
goons ;  for  it  is  not  much  doubted  that  he  as  strongly 
believed  his  popish  priests  and  Jesuits  to  be  the  mini- 
stry which  our  Lord  appointed,  as  either  king  Charles 
or  king  James  the  second  believed  that  of  the  church 
of  England  to  be  so.  And  of  what  use  such  an  exer-r 
dse  of  the  coactive  power  of  all  magistrates  is  to  the 
people,  or  to  the  true  religion,  you  are  concerned  to 
show.  But  it  is,  you  know,  but  to  tell  me,  I  aaly 
trifle^  and  this  is  all  ansyvered. 

What  in  other  places  you  tell  us,  is  to  make  men 
^  hear,  consider,  study,  embrace,  and  bring  men  to  the 
"  true  religion,'*  you  here  do  very  well  to  tell  us  is  to 
assist  the  ministry ;  and  to  that,  it  is  true,  f '  common 
^  experience  discovers  the  magistrate's  coactive  force 
*'  to  be  useful  and  necessary,'*  viz.  to  those  who  taldng 
the  reward,  but  not  over-busying  themselves  in  the  care 
of  souls,  find  it  for  their  ease,  that  the  magistrate's  co- 
active  power  should  supply  their  want  of  pastoral  care, 
and  be'  made  use  of  to  bring  those  into  an  outward  con- 
formity to  the  national  church,  whom  either  for  want 
of  abiUty  they  cannot,  or  want  of  due  and  friendly  ap« 
plication,  joined  with  an  exemplary  life,  they  never  so 
much  as  endeavoured  to  prevail  on  heartily  to  embrace 
it.  That  there  may  be  such  neglects  in  the  best-con- 
stituted national  church  in  the  world,  the  complaints  of 
a  very  knowing  bishop  of  our  church,  [Dr.  Gilbert  Bur- 
net, bishop  of  Salisbury,]  in  a  late  discourse  of  the  fAS^ 
TORAL  CABE,  is  too  plain  an  evidence. 

Without  so  great  an  authority,  I  should  scarce  have 
ventured,  though  it  lay  just  in  my  way,  to  have  tplqen 
notice  of  what  is  so  visible,  that  it  is  in  every  one's 
mouth ;  for  fear  you  should  have  told  me  again,  ^'  I 
^*  made  myself  an  occasion  to  show  my  good-will  to« 
**  ward  the  clergy ; "  for  you  will  not,  I  suppose,  sus- 
pect that  eminent  fM'elate  to  have  any  ill-will  to 
them. 
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If  this  were  not  so,  that  some  were  negligent^  I  ima- 
gine the  preachers  of  the  true  religion,  which  lies,  as 
you  tell  us,  so  obvious  and  exposed,  as  to  be  easily  dis« 
tinguished  from  the  false,  would  need  or  desire  no  other 
assistance^from  the  magistrate's  coactive  power, but  what 
should  be  directed  against  the  irregularity  of  men's  lives ; 
their  lusts  being  that  alone,  as  you  tell  us,  that  makes 
force  necessary  to  assist  the  true  religion ;  which,  were 
it  not  for  our  depraved  nature,  would  by  its  light  and 
reasonableness  have  the  advantage  against  all  false  re« 
ligions. 

You  tell  us  too,  that  the  magistrate  may  impose  creeds 
and  ceremonies :  indeed  you  say  sound  creeds,  and  de- 
cent ceremonies,  but  that  helps  not  your  cause;  for 
who  must  be  judge  of  that  sound,  and  that  decent  ?  If 
the  imposer,  then  those  words  signify  nothing  at  all,  but 
that  the  magistrate  may  impose  those  creeds  and  cere* 
monies  which  he  thinks  sound  and  decent,  which  is  in 
effect  such  as  he  thinks  fit.  Indeed  you  telling  us  a 
little  above,  in  the  same  page,  that  it  is,  *'  a  vice  not  to 

worship  God  in  ways  prescribed  by  those  to  whom 

God  has  left  the  ordering  of  such  matters ; "  you 
seem  to  make  other  judges  of  what  is  sound  and  decent, 
and  the  magistrate  but  the  executor  of  their  decrees, 
with  the  assistance  of  his  coactive  power.  A  pretty 
foundation  to  establish  creeds  and  ceremonies  on,  that 
Gk)d  has  left  the  ordering  of  them  to  those  who  cannot 
order  them !  But  still  the  same  difficulty  returns ;  for, 
after  they  have  prescribed,  must  the  magistrate  judge 
them  to  be  sound  and  decent,  or  must  he  impose  them, 
though  he  judge  them  not  sound  or  decent?  If  he  must 
judge  them  so  himself,  we  are  but  where  we  were :  if 
he  must  impose  them  when  prescribed,  though  4ie  judge 
them  not  sound  nor  decent,  it  is  a  pretty  sort  of  drudg- 
ery put  on  the  magistrate.  And  how  far  is  this  short 
of  implicit  faith  ?  But  if  he  must  not  judge  what  is 
sound  and  decent,  he  must  judge  at  least  who  are  those 
to  whom  God  has  left  the  ordering  of  such  matters ; 
and  then  the  king  of  France  is  ready  again  with  his  dra- 
goons for  the  sound  doctrine  and  decent  ceremonies  of 
his  prescpbei's  in  the  council  of  Treqt ;  and  that,  upon 


A  Third  Letter  fw  Toleratian.  US 

this  ground,  with  as  good  right  as  any  other  as  for  the 
prescriptions  of  any  others.  Do  not  mistake  me  again. 
Sir ;  I  do  not  say  he  judges  as  right ;  but  I  do  say,  that 
whilst  he  judges  the  council  of  Trent,  or  the  clergy  of 
Rome  to  be  those  to  whom  God  has  left  the  order- 
ing of  those  matters,  he  has  as  much  right  to  follow 
their  decrees,  as  any  other  to  follow  the  judgment  of 
any  other  set  of  mortal  men  whom  he  believes  to 
be  so. 

But  whoever  is  to  be  judge  of  what  is  sound  or  de- 
cent in  the  case,  I  ask, 

Of  what  use  and  necessity  is  it  to  impose  creeds  and 
ceremonies  ?  For  that  use  and  necessity  is  all  the  com- 
mission you  can  find  the  magistrate  hath  to  use  his  co- 
active  power  to  impose  them. 

1.  Of  what  use  and  necessity  is  it  among  christians 
that  own  the  scripture  to  be  the  word  of  God  and  rule 
of  faith  to  make  and  impose  a  creed  ?  What  commis- 
sion for  this  hath  the  magistrate  from  the  law  of  na- 
ture r  God  hath  given  a  revelation  that  contains  in  it 
all  things  necessary  to  salvation,  and  of  this  his  people 
are  aU  persuaded.  What  necessity  now  is  there  ?  How 
does  their  good  require  it,  that  the  magistrate  should 
single  out,  as  he  thinks  fit,  any  number  of  those  truths 
as  more  necessary  to  salvation  than  the  rest,  if  God  him- 
self has  not  done  it  ? 

2.  But  next,  are  these  creeds  in  the  words  of  the  scrip- 
ture or  not  ?  If  they  are,  they  are  certainly  sound,  as 
containing  nothing  but  truth  in  them  :  and  so  they  were 
before,  as  they  lay  in  the  scripture*  But  thus  though 
they  contain  nothing  but  sound  truths,  yet  they  may  be 
imperfect,  and  so  unsound  rules  of  faith,  since  they 
may  require  more  or  less  than  God  requires  to  be  be- 
lieved as  necessary  to  salvation.  For  what  greater  ne- 
cessity, I  pray,  is  there  that  a  man  should  believe  that 
Christ  suffered  under  Pontius  Pilate,  than  that  he  was 
bom  at  Bethlehem  of  Judah?  Both  are  certainly  true, 
and  no  christian  doubts  of  either  :  but  how  comes  one 
to  be  made  an  article  of  faith,  and  imposed  by  the  ma- 
gistrate as  necessary  to  salvation,  (for  otherwise  there 
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can  be  no  necemty  of  imposition)  and  the  other 
not? 

Do  not  mistake  me  here,  as  if  I  would  lay  by  that 
sumipary  of  the  christian  religion,  which  is  contained 
in  that  which  is  called  the  apostle's  creed ;  which  though 
nobody,  who  examines  the  matter^  will  have  reason  to 
condude  pf  the  apostles  compiling,  yet  is  certainly  of 
reverend  antiquity,  and  ought  still  to  be  preserved  in 
the  church.  I  mention  it  not  to  argue  against  it,  but 
against  your  imposition ;  and  to  show  that  even  that 
creed,  though  of  that  antiquity,  though  it  contain  in 
it  all  the  credenda  necessary  to  salvation,  cannot  yet 
upon  your  principles  be  imposed  by  the  coercive  power 
of  the  magistrate,  who,  even  by  the  commission  you 
have  found  out  for  him,  can  use  his  force  for  nothing 
but  what  is  absolutely  necessary  to  salvation. 

But  if  the  creed  to  be  imposed  be  not  in  the  words 
of  divine  revelation ;  then  it  is  in  plainer,  more  clear 
and  intelligible  expressions,  or  not :  If  no  plainer, 
what  necessity  of  changing  those,  which  men  inspired 
by  the  Holy  Ghost  made  use  of?  If  you  say,  they  are 
plainer ;  then  they  explain  and  determine  the  sense  of 
some  obscure  and  dubious  places  of  scripture ;  which 
explication  not  being  of  divine  revelation,  though  sound 
to  one  man,  may  be  unsound  to  another,  and  cannot  be 
imposed  as  truths  necessary  to  salvation.  Besides  that, 
this  destroys  what  you  tell  us  of  tlie  obviousness  of  all 
truths  necessary  to  salvation. 

And  as  to  rites  and  ceremonies,  are  there  any  neces* 
sary  to  salvation,  which  Christ  has  not  instituted  ?  If 
not,  how  can  the  magistrate  impose  them  ?  What  com* 
mission  has  he,  from  the  care  he  ought  to  have  for  the 
salvation  of  men^s  souls,  to  use  his  coaotive  Sorce  for 
the  establishment  of  any  new  ones  which  our  Lord  and 
Saviour,  with  due  reverence  be  it  spoken,  had  forgot- 
ten ?  He  instituted  two  rites  in  his  church ;  can  any  one 
add  any  new  one  to  them  ?  Christ  commanded  simply  to 
baptize  in  the  name  of  the  Father,  the  Son,  and  the 
Holy  Ghost ;  but  the  signing  the  cross,  how  came  that 
necessary  I    *'  Human  authority,  which  is  necessary  tq 
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^  assigt  the  truth  against  the  corruption  of  nature,"  has 
made  it  so.  But  it  is  a  **  decent ''  ceremony.  I  asic, 
is  it  so  decent  that  the  administration  of  baptism,  sim- 
ply, as  our  Saviour  instituted,  would  be  indecent  with- 
out it  ?  If  not,  then  there  is  no  reason  to  impose  it  for 
decency's  sake ;  for  there  can  l)e  no  reason  to  alter  or 
add  any  thing  to  the  institution  of  Christ,  or  introduce 
any  ceremony  or  circumstance  into  religion  for  decency, 
where  the  action  would  be  decent  without  it.  The  com- 
mand to  ^^  do  all  things  decently,  and  in  order,"  gave 
no  authority  to  add  to  Christ's  institution  any  qew  ce- 
remony ;  it  only  prescribed  the  manner  how,  what  was 
necessary  to  be  done  in  the  congregation,  should  be  there 
done,  viz.  after  such  a  manner,  that  if  it  were  omitted, 
there  would  appear  some  indecency,  whereof  the  con- 
gr^ation  or  collective  body  was  to  be  judge,  for  to 
them  that  rule  was  given  :  And  if  that  rule  go  beyond 
what  I  have  said,  and  gives  power  to  men  to  introduce 
into  religious  worship  whatever  they  shall  think  decent, 
and  impose  the  use  of  it ;  I  do  not  see  how  the  greatest 
part  of  the  infinite  ceremonies  of  the  church  of  Rome 
could  be  complained  of,  or  refused,  if  introduced  into 
another  church,  and  there  imposed  by  the  magistrate. 
But  if  such  a  power  were  given  to  the  magistrate,  that 
whatever  he  thought  a  decent  ceremony  he  might  de 
novo  impose,  he  would  need  some  express  commission 
from  (rod  in  Scripture,  since  the  commission  you  say  he 
has  from  the  law  of  nature,  will  never  give  him  a  power 
to  institute  new  ceremonies  in  the  christian  rdigion, 
which,  be  they  decent,  or  what  they  will,  can  never  be 
necessary  to  salvation. 

The  gospel  was  to  be  preached  in  their  assemblies ; 
the  rule  then  was,  that  the  habit,  gesture,  voice,  lan- 
guage, &c.  of  the  preacher,  for  these  were  necessary 
circumstances  of  the  action,  should  have  nothing  ridi- 
culous or  indecent  in  it.  The  praises  of  God  were  to 
be  sung ;  it  must  be  then  in  such  postures  and  tunes  as 
became  the  solemnity  of  that  action.  And  so  a  convert 
was  to  be  baptized  ;  Christ  instituted  the  essential  part 
of  that  action,  which  was  washing  with  water  in  the 
name  of  the  Father,  Soq,  and  Holy  Ghost  (  in  which 
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care  was  also  to  be  had,  that  in  the  doing  this  nothing 
should  be  omitted  that  preserved  a  decency  in  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  action.  But  nobody  will  say, 
that^  if  the  cross  were  omitted,  upon  that  account  there 
would  be  any  thing  indecent  in  baptism. 

What  is  to  be  done  in  the  assemblies  of  christians  for 
the  salvation  of  souls,  is  sufficiently  prescribed  in  scrip* 
ture :  but  since  the  circumstances  of  the  actions  were  so 
various,  and  might  in  several  countries  and  ages  have 
different  appearances,  as  that  appeara  decent  in  one 
country  which  is  quite  contrary  in  another;  concerning 
them  there  could  be  no  other  rule  given  than  what  is, 
viz.  **  decently,  in  order,  and  to  edification ;  **.  and  in 
avoiding  indecencies,  and  not  adding  any  new  ceremo- 
nies, how  decent  soever,  this  rule  consists. 

I  judge  no  man  in  the  use  of  the  cross  in  baptism. 
The  imposition  of  that,  or  any  other  ceremony  not  in- 
stituted by  Christ  himself,  is  what  I  argue  against,  and 
say,  is  more  than  you  upon  your  principles  can  make 
good. 

Common  sense  has  satisfied  all  mankind,  that  it  is 
above  their  reach  to  determine  what  things,  in  their 
own  nature  indifferent,  were  fit  to  be  made  use  of  in 
religion,  and  would  be  acceptable  to  the  superiour  beings 
in  their  worship,  and  therefore  they  have  every*where 
thought  it  necessary  to  derive  that  knowledge  fVom  the 
immediate  will  and  dictates  of  the  gods  themselves,  and 
have  taught  that  their  forms  of  religion  and  outward 
modes  of  worship  were  founded  upon  revelation :  no- 
body daring  to  do  so  absurd  and  insolent  a  thing,  as  to 
take  upon  him  to  presume  with  himself,  or  to  prescribe 
to  others  by  his  own  authority,  which  should  in  these 
indifferent  and  mean  things  be  worthy  of  the  Deity, 
and  make  an  acceptable  part  of  his  worship.  Indeed 
they  all  agreed  in  the  duties  of  natural  religion,  and  we 
find  them  by  common  consent  owning  that  piety  and 
virtue,  clean  hands,  and  a  pure  heart  not  polluted  with 
the  breaches  of  the  law  of  nature,  was  the  best  worship 
of  the  gods.  Reason  discovered  to  them  that  a  good 
life  was  the  most  acceptable  thing  to  the  Deity ;  this 
the  common  light  of  nature  put  past  doubt    But  for 
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their  ceremonies  and  outward  performances,  for  them 
they  appeal  always  to  a  rule  received  from  the  imme- 
diate direction  of  the  superiour  powers  themselves,  where 
they  made  use  of,  and  had  need  of  revelation.  A  plain 
confession  of  mankind  that  in  these  things  we  have  nei- 
ther knowledge  to  discern^  nor  authority  to  prescribe : 
that  men  cannot  by  their  own  skill  find  out  what  is  fit, 
or  by  their  own  power  make  any  thing  worthy  to  be  a 
part  of  religious  wprship.  It  is  not  for  them  to  invent 
or  impose  ceremonies  that  shall  recommend  men  to  the 
Deity.  It  was  so  obvious  and  visible,  that  it  became 
men  to  have  leave  from  God  himself,  before  they  dared 
to  offer  to  the  divine  majesty  any  of  these  trifling,  mean, 
and  to  him  useless  things,  as  a  grateful  and  valuable 
part  of  his  worship ;  that  no-body  any-where,  amongst 
the  various  and  strange  religions  they  led  men  into,  bid 
such  open  defiance  to  common  sense,  and  the  reason  of 
all  mankind,  as  to  presume  to  do  it  without  vouching 
the  appointment  of  God  himself.  Plato,  who  of  all  the 
heathens  seems  to  have  had  the  most  serious  thoughts 
about  religion,  says  that  the  magistrate,  or  whoever  has 
any  sense,  will  never  introduce  of  his  own  head  any 
new  rites  into  his  religion  :  for  which  he  gives  this  con- 
vincing reason :  **  for,"  says  he,  **  he  must  know  it  is 
^  impossible  for  human  nature  to  know  any  thing  cer- 
"  tainly  concerning  these  matters.**  Epinom.  post  me- 
dium. It  cannot  therefore  but  be  matter  of  astonish- 
ment, that  any  who  call  themselves  christians,  who 
have  so  sure,  and  so  full  a  revelation,  which  declares 
all  the  counsel  of  God  concerning  the  way  of  attaining 
eternal  salvation  ;  should  dare  by  their  own  authority  to 
add  any  thing  to  what  is  therein  prescribed,  and  impose 
it  on  others  as  a  necessaiy  part  of  religious  worship, 
without  the  observance  of  which  human  inventions, 
men  shall  not  be  permitted  the  public  worship  of  God. 
If  those  rites  and  ceremonies  prescribed  to  the  jews  by 
God  himself,  and  delivered  at  the  same  time  and  by  the 
same  hand  to  the  jews  that  the  moral  law  was ;  were 
called  beggarly  elements  under  the  gospel,  and  laid  by 
as  useless  and  burthensome ;  what  shall  we  call  those 
rites  which  hwe  no  other  foundation,  but  the  will  and 
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authority  of  men,  and  of  men  reiy  often,  whd  hare 
not  much  thought  of  the  purity  of  religion,  and  prac^ 
tiged  it  less  ? 

Because  you  think  your  argument  for  the  magistrate's 
right  to  use  fotce  has  not  hid  its  due  consideration,  I 
shall  here  set  it  down  in  your  own  wordisl^  as  it  stands, 
and  endeavour  to  give  you  satisfaction  to  it.  You  say 
there,  ^*  If  such  a  degree  of  outward  force  as  has  been 
''  mentioned^  be  of  great  and  even  necessary  use,  for 
*'  the  advancing  those  ends,  (as  taking  the  world  as  we 
*'  find  it,  I  think  it  appears  to  be)  then  it  must  be  ac* 
'*  knowledged  that  there  is  a  right  somewhere  to  use  it 
'*  for  the  advancing  those  ends,  unless  We  will  say 
**  (what  \Vithout  impiety  cannot  be  said)  that  the  wise 
^  and  benign  disposer  and  governor  of  all  things  has 
*'  not  furnished  mankind  with  competent  means  for  the 
'*  promoting  his  own  honour  in  the  world,  and  the  good 
**  df  sotils.  And  if  there  be  such  a  right  somewhere, 
•*  where  should  it  be,  but  where  the  power  of  compel- 
"  ling  resides  ?  That  is  principally,  and  in  reference  to 
*•  the  public,  in  the  civil  sovereign.**  Which  words,  if 
they  have  any  argument  in  them,  it  in  short  stands  thus : 
Force  is  useful  and  necessary :  The  good  and  wise  God, 
who  without  impiety  cannot  be  supposed  not  to  have 
fiirnished  men  With  competent  means  for  their  salvation, 
has  therefore  given  a  right  to  some  men  to  use  it,  abd 
those  men  are  the  civU  sovereigns. 

To  make  this  argument  of  any  use  to  your  purpose, 
yon  must  speak  a  little  more  distinctly,  for  here  you, 
according  to  your  laudable  and  safe  way  of  writing,  are 
wrapped  up  in  the  uncertainty  of  general  terms,  tod 
must  tell  us,  besides  the  end  for  which  it  is  usefbl  and 
necessary,  to  whom  it  is  useflil  and  necessary.  Is  it  use-* 
ful  and  necessary  to  all  men  ?  That  you  will  not  say, 
for  many  are  brought  to  embrace  the  true  religion  by 
bare  preaching  without  any  force.  Is  it  then  necessary 
to  all  those,  and  those  only,  who,  as  you  tell  us,  **  re-* 
^  ject  the  true  religion  tendered  with  sufficient  evidence, 
**  or  at  l^ast  so  ikr  manifested  to  them,  as  to  oblige  them 
^  to  receive  it,  and  to  leave  them  without  excuse  if 
^  they  do  tiot  ?  **    To  all  therafore,  who  rejecting  the 
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true  religion  so  tendered,  are  tdthdnt  excuse^  jour  tno* 
derate  force  is  useful  tod  necessary.     But  is  it  to  all 
those  competent,  i.  e*  sufficient  means  ?    That,  it  is 
evident  in  matter  of  fact,  it  is  not )  for,  after  all,  many 
ktand  out     It  is  like,  you  will  say,  which  is  all  ydU 
have  to  say»  that  those  are  such,  to  whonl,  having  te* 
sisted  this  last  means,  moderate  force,  God  always  re^ 
fUseth  his  grace  to,  without  which  no  means  is  ^ca^ 
dous.     So  that  y ouHwe  competent^  at  last^  are  only  such 
means  as  are  the  >  utmost  that  God  has  appointed,  and 
will  have  us^,  tmd  which  when  men  resist,  they  are  with^^- 
out  excuse,  and  shall  never  after  have  the  assistbnce  of 
his  grace  to  bring  them  to  that  truth  they  have  r^sisted^ 
and  so  be  as  the  apostle,   2  Tim.  iii.  8.  calls  sdch, 
'<  men    of   corrupt   minds,  reprobate  donc^rning  th^ 
''  faith."    If  then  it  shall  be,  that  the  day  of  grace 
shall  be  over  to  all  those  who  reject  the  truth  manifested 
to  them^  with  such  evidence,  as  leaved  them  without 
excuse^  aild  that  bare  preaching  and  exhortation  shall 
l)e  according  to  the  good  pleasure  of  the  benign  disposer 
of  all  thibgs  enough,  when  neglected,  '*  to  make  their 
**  hearts  fat ^  their  ears  heavy,  and  shut  their  eyes  that 
*"  they  should  not  perceive  nor  understand,  nor  be  con- 
^  verted  that  God  should  heal  them :"  I  say>  if  this 
should  be  the  case*  then  your  force,  whatever  you  ima^- 
gine  of  iU  will  neither  be  competent,  useful^  nor  ne* 
cessary.     So  that  it  will  rest  upon  you  to  prove  that 
your  moderate  degrees  of  force  are  those  means  of  grac(^ 
which  God  will  have^  as  necessary  to  salvatioui  tried 
upon  every  one  before  he  will  pass  that  sentence  in  Isaiah^ 
*^  Make  his  heart  ikt,  &c."  and 'that  your  degree  of 
moderate  force  is  that  beyond  which  God  will  have  nd 
other  or  more  powerful  means  used,  but  that  those 
whom  that  works  not  upon,  shall  be  left  reprobate  con- 
cerning the  faith.     And  till  you  have  proved  this,  yoU 
will  in  vain  pretend  your  moderate  force^  whatever  you 
might  think  of  it,  if  you  had  the  ordering  of  that  mat- 
tei*  in  the  place  of  God,  to  be  useful,  necessary,  and 
competent  means.    For  if  preaching,  exhortation,  in- 
struction, &c.  as  seems  by  the  whole  current  of  the 
scripture  (and  it  appears  ntft  that  Isaiah  in  the  place 
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above-cited  made  their  hearts  fat  with  any  thing  but 
his  words)  be  that  means,  which  when  rejected  to  such 
a  degree,  as  he  sees  fit,  God  will  punish  with  a  repro- 
bate mind,  and  that  there  be  no  other  means  of  grace 
to  come  after ;  you  must  confess,  that  whatever  good 
opinion  you  have  of  your  moderate  forc^  after  this  sen- 
tence is  passed,  it  can  do  no  good,  have  no  efficacy, 
neither  directly  or  indirectly  and  at  a  distance,  towards 
the  bringing  men  to  the  truth. 

If  your  moderate  force  be  not  that  precise  utmost 
means  of  grace,  which  when  ineffectual,  God  will  not 
afford  his  grace  to  any  other,  then  your  moderate  force 
is  not  the  competent  means  you  talk  of.  This  there* 
fore  you  must  prove,  that  preaching  alone  is  tiot,  but 
that  your  moderate  force  joined  to  it,  is  that  means  of 
grace,  which  when  neglected  or  resisted,  God  will  assist 
no  other  means  with  his  grace  to  bring  men  into  the 
obedience  of  the  truth ;  and  this,  let  me  tell  you,  you 
must  prove  by  revelation.  For  it  is  impossible  to  know, 
but  by  revelation,  the  just  measures  of  God's  long-suf- 
fering, and  what  those  means  are,  which  when  men's 
corruptions  have  rendered  ineffectual,  his  spirit  shall  no 
longer  strive  with  them,  nor  his  grace  assist  any  other 
means  for  their  conversion  or  salvation.  When  you 
have  done  this,  there  will  be  some  ground  for  you  to 
talk  of  your  moderate  force,  as  the  means  which  God's 
wisdom  and  goodness  are  engaged  to  furnish  men  with ; 
but  to  speak  of  it  as  you  do  now,  as  if  it  were  that 
both  necessary  and  competent  means,  that  it  would  be 
an  imputation  to  the  wisdom  and  goodness  of  God,  if 
men  were  not  furnished  with  it,  when  it  is  evident,  that 
that  greatest  part  of  mankind  have  always  been  destitute 
of  it ;  will  I  fear  be  not  easily  cleared  from  that  impiety 
you  mention  ;  for  though  the  magistrate  had  the  right 
to  use  it,  yet  wherever  that  moderate  force  was  not  made 
use  of,  there  men  were  not  furnished  with  your  compe- 
tent means  of  salvation. 

It  is  necessary  for  the  vindication  of  God's  justice 
and  goodness,  that  those  who  miscarry  should  do  so  by 
their  own  fault,  that  their  destruction  should  be  from 
themselves,  and  they  be  left  inexcusable :  But  pray  how 
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will  70U  show  us,  that  it  is  necessary,  that  any  who  huve 
resisted  the  truth  tendered  to  them  only  by  preaching, 
should  be  saved,  any  more  than  it  is  necessary  that  those 
who  have  resisted  the  truth  when  moderate  force  has 
been  joined  to  the  same  preaching,  should  be  saved  ? 
They  are  inexcusable  one  as  well  as  the  other^  and  there* 
by  have  incurred  the  wrath  of  God,  under  which  he 
may  justly  leave  the  one  as  well  as  the  other ;  and  there- 
fore he  cannot  be  said  not  to  have  been  furnished  with 
competent  means  of  salvation,  who  having  rejected  the 
truth  preached  to  him,  has  never  any  penalties  laid  on 
him  by  the  magistrate  to  make  him  consider  the  truths 
he  before  rejected. 

All  the  stress  of  your  hypothesis  for  the  necessity  of 
force,  lies  on  this.  That  the  majority  of  mankind  are 
not  prevailed  on  by  preaching,  and  therefore  the  good- 
ness and  wisdom  of  God  are  obliged  to  furnish  them 
some  more  effectual  means,  as  you  think.     But  who 
told  you  that  the  majority  of  mankind  should  ever  be 
brought  into  the  strait  way  and  narrow  gate  ?    Or  that 
force  in  your  moderate  degree  was  the  necessary  and 
competent,   i.  e.   the  just  fit  means  to  do  it,  neither 
over  nor  under,  but  that  that  only,  and  nothing  but 
that  could  do  it  ?  If  to  vindicate  his  wisdom  and  good- 
ness Grod  must  furnish  mankind  with  other  means,  as 
long  as  the  majority,  yet  unwrought  upon,  shall  give 
any  forward  demander  occasion  to  ask,  *'  What  other 
**  means  is  there  left  ? "  He  must  also,  after  your  mo- 
derate penalties  have  left  the  greater  part  of  mankind 
unprevailed  on,   be   bound  to  furnish   mankind  with 
higher  degrees  of  force  upon  this  man*s  demand :  and 
those  degrees  of  force  proving  ineffectual  to  the  majo- 
rity to  make  them  truly  and  sincerely  christians ;  God 
must  be  bound  to  furnish  the  world  again  with  a  new 
supply  of  miracles  upon  the  demand  of  another  wise 
controller,  who  having  set  his  heart  upon  miracles,  as 
you  have  yours  on  force,  will  demand,  what  other 
means  is  there  left  but  miracles  ?  For  it  is  like  this  last 
gentleman  would  take  it  very  much  amiss  of  you,  if 
you  should  not  allow  this  to  be  a  good  and  unquestion- 
able way  of  arguing ;  or  if  you  should  deny  that,  after 
VOL.  V,  M 
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the  utmost  forces  had  been  used,  mirades  might  not  do 
some  service 'at  leasts  indirectly  and  at  a  distance,  to« 
wards  the  bringing  men  to  embrace  the  truth*  And  if 
you  cannot  prove  that  miracles  may  not  thus  do  some 
service,  he  will  conclude  just  as  you  dt^  that  the  cause 
is  his. 

Let  us  try  your  method  a  little  farther.  Suppose  that 
when  neither  the  gentlest  admonitions,  nor  the  most 
earnest  entreaties  will  prevail,  something  else  is  to  be 
done  as  the  only  means  left.  What  is  it  must  be  done  ? 
What  is  this  necessary  competent  means  that  you  tell 
us  of?  'Mt  is  to  lay  briars  and  thorns  in  thl^ir  way.** 
This  therefore  being  supposed  necessary,  you  say, "  there 
**  must  somewhere  be  a  right  to  use  it/*  Let  it  be  so. 
Suppose  I  tell  you  that  right  is  in  God^  who  certainly 
has  a  power  to  lay  briars  and  thorns  in  the  way  of  those 
who  are  got  into  a  wrong  one^  whenever  he  has  graci- 
ously pleiEtsed  that  other  means  besides  instructions  and 
admonitions  should  be  used  to  reduce  them.  And  We 
may  as  well  expect  that  those  thorns  and  briars  laid  in 
their  way  by  God's  providence,  without  telling  them 
for  what  end,  should  work  updn  them  as  effectually, 
though  indirel[!tly  and  at  a  dbtance,  as  those  laid  in 
their  Way  by  the  magistrate^  without  telling  them  for 
what  end.  God  alone  knows  where  it  is  necessary,  and 
on  whom  it  will  b^  useful,  which  no  tnan  being  capa- 
ble of  knowing,  no  man^  though  he  has  coet'cive  power 
in  his  handi  can  be  supposed  to  be  authorised  to  use 
it  by  the  commission  he  has  to  do  good^  on  whomso* 
ever  you  shall  judge  it  to  be  of  gredt  and  even  neces* 
sary  use:  no  mdre  than  your  judging  it  to  be  of  great 
and  even  necessary  use  woiild  authdrize  any  one,  who 
had  got  one  of  the  incision-knives  of  the  hospital  in  his 
hand,  to  cut  those  for  the  stone  with  it,  whom  he  could 
not  know  needed  (Cutting,  or  that  cutting  would  do  them 
any  good^  when  the  master  of  the  hospital  had  given 
htm  no  express  order  to  use  his  incision -knife  in  that 
operation ;  tlor  was  it  known  to  ady  but  the  master, 
who  needed,  and  on  whom  it  would  be  useful;  nor 
would  he  fail  to  use  it  himself  wherever  he  fouud  it 
necessary. 
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Be  force  df  as  great  and  neceasai^jr  use  ad  you  pleaie ; 
let  it  be  so  the  competent  Means  fol*  the  promoting  the 
honour  of  God  in  the  world,  and  the  good  of  sonlii  that 
the  right  to  use  it  must  necessarily  be  sdmewher^i  Thid 
right  dannot  possibly  be^  where,  you  would  huve  it,  in 
the  civil  sovereigns,  and  that  for  the  very  reason  you 
give^  viz.  because  it  must  be  whei*e  the  power  of  eottl« 
pelling  resides*  For  since  civil  sovereigns  cannot  com-^ 
pel  themselves,  nor  cttn  the  compelling  power  of  on^ 
civil  sovereign  reach  another  civil  sovereign  $  it  Will 
not  in  the  hands  of  the  civil . sovereigns  reach  the  most- 
considerable  part  of  mankind,  and  those  who,  both  for 
their  own  and  their  subjects  good,  have  most  need  of 
it  Besides^  if  it  go  along  with  the  power  of  compel- 
liagi  it  must  be  in  the  hands  of  all  dvil  sovereigns 
alike ;  which^  by  this,  as  well  as  several  other  reasons  I 
have  given,  tieing  unavoidable  to  be  so,  this  right  will 
be  so  far  frbnl  useful,  that  whatever  ^cacy  fdroe  has, ' 
it  will  be  eMployed  to  the  doing  more  harm  than  good ; 
since  the  greatest  part  of  civil  sovereigns  being  of  ihlse 
religions,  force  will  be  employed  for  the  promoting  of 
those. 

But  let  us  grant  what  you  can  never  prove,  that 
though  all  civil  sovereigns  have  compelling  poWer^  yet 
odly  those  of  the  true  religion  have  a  right  to  use  force 
in  matters  of  religion :  your  own  argument  of  mankind 
being  unfurnished,  which  is  impiety  to  say^  with  com- 
peteklt  means  fbr  the  promoting  the  honour  of  God^  and 
the  good  of  souls,  still  presses  you»  For  the  compelling 
power  of  each  civil  sovereign  not  reaching  beyond  his 
own  dominions,  the  right  of  using  ibrce  in  the  htmds 
only  bf  the  orthodox  civil  sovereigns,  leaves  the  rest, 
which  is  the  fai*  greater  part  of  the  worid,  destitute  of 
this  your  necessary  and  competent  means  for  promote 
ing  the  honour  of  God  in  the  wOrld,  and  the  good  of 
souls. 

Sir,  I  return  you  my  thanks  for  having  giveh  me  this 
occasion  to  take  a  review  of  your  argument,  which  you 
told  me  I  had  m&takeh ;  which  I  hope  I  now  have  not, 
iMd  have  Answered  io  your  satisfaction^ 

M  2 
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,  I  confess  I  mistook  when  I  said  that  cutting, 
judged  useful^  could  not  authorize  even  a  skilful  sur- 
geon to  cut  a  man  without  any  farther  commission :  for 
it  should  have  been  thus :  that  though  a  man  has  the 
instruments  in  his  hand,  and  fcnrce  enough  to  cut  with, 
and  cutting  be  judged  by  you  of  great  and  even  neces- 
sary use  in  the  stone ;  yet  this,  without  any  farther  com- 
mission, will  not  authorize  any  one  to  use  his  strength 
and  knife  in  cutting,  who  knows  not  who  has  the  stone, 
nor  has  any  light  or  measures  to  judge  to  whom  cutting 
may  be  necessary  or  useful. 

But  let  us  see  what  you  say  in  answer  to  my  in- 
stance: 1.  **  That  the  stone  does  not  always  kill, 
though  it  be  not  cured ;  but  men  do  often  live  to  a 
great  age  with  it,  and  die  at  last  of  other  distempers. 
**  But  aversion  to  the  true  religion  is  certainly  and  in- 
*^  evitably  mortal  to  the  soul,  if  not  cured,  and  so  of 
**  absolute  necessity  to  be  cured.**  Is  it  of  absolute  ne- 
cessity to  be  cured  in  all  ?  If  so,  will  you  not  here  again 
think  it  requisite  that  the  wise  and  benign  disposer  and 
governor  of  all  things  should  furnish  competent  means 
for  what  is  of  absolute  necessity  ?  For  will  it  not  be 
impiety  to  say,  that  God  has  so  left  mankind  unfur- 
nished of  competent,  i.  e.  suflScient  means  for  what  is 
absolutely  necessary  ?  For  it  is  plain,  in  your  account, 
men  have  not  been  furnished  wiUi  sufficient  means  for 
what  is  of  absolute  necessity  to  be  cured  in  all,  if  in 
any  of  them  it  be  left  uncured.  For  as  you  allow 
none  to  be  sufficient  evidence,  but  what  certainly 
gains  assent ;  so  by  the  same  rule  you  cannot  call  that 
sufficient  means,  which  does  not  work  the  cure.  It  is 
in  vain  to  say,  the  means  were  sufficient,  had  it  not 
been  for  their  own  fault,  when  that  fault  of  theirs  is 
the  very  thing  to  be  cured.  You  go  on :  **  and  yet  if 
we  should  suppose  the  stone  as  certainly  destructive 
of  this  temporal  life,  as  that  aversion  is  of  men*s  eter- 
nal salvation:  even  so  the  necessity  of  curing  it 
would  be  as  much  less  than  the  necessity  of  curing 
that  aversion,  as  this  temporal  life  falls  short  in  va- 
|u^  gf  that  which  is  eternal**    This  is  built  upon  a 
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sApposi^n,  that  thie  necessity  of  the  means  is  ihdreased 
by  the  value  of  the  end,  which  being  in  this  case  the 
salvation  of  men^s  souls,  that  is  of  infinite  concernment 
to  them,  you  conclude  salvation  absolutely  necessary : 
which  makes  you  say  that  aversion,  &c.  being  inevitably 
mortal  to  the  soul,  is  of  absolute  necessity  to  be  cured; 
Nothing  is  of  absolute  necessity  but  God :  whatsoever 
else  can  be  said  to  be  of  necessity,  is  so  only  relatively 
in  respect  to  something  else ;  and  therefore  nothing  can 
indefinitely  thus  be  said  to  be  of  absolute  necessity^ 
where  the  thing  it  relates  to  is  not  absolutely  necessary. 
We  may  say,  wisdom  and  power  in  Gk)d  are  absolutely 
necessary,  because  Grod  himself  is  absolutely  necessary ; 
but  we  cannot  crudely  say,  the  curing  in  men  their 
aversion  to  the  true  religion,  is  absolutely  necessary,  be^ 
cause  it  is  not  absolutely  necessary  that  men  should  be 
saved.  But  this  is  very  proper  and  true  to  be  said,  that 
curing  this  aversion  is  absolutely  necessary  in  all  that 
shall  be  saved.  But  I  fear  that  would  not  serve  your 
turn,  though  it  be  certain,  that  your  absolute  necessity 
in  this  case  reaches  no  farther  than  this,  that  to  be 
cured  of  this  aversion  is  absolutely  necessary  to  salva- 
tion, and  salvation  is  absolutely  necessary  to  happiness ; 
but  neither  of  them,  nor  the  happiness  itself  of  any  man, 
can  be  said  to  be  absolutely  necessary. 

This  mistake  makes  you  say,  that  supposing  **  the 
stone  certainly  destructive  of  thb  temporal  life,  yet 
the  necessity  of  curing  it  would  be  as  much  less  than 
the  necessity  of  curing  that  aversion,  as  this  temporal 
"  life  falls  short  in  value  of  that  which  is  eternal." 
Which  is  quite  otherwise :  for  if  the  stone  will  certainly 
kill  a  man  without  cutting,  it  is  as  absolutely  necessary 
to  cut  a  man  for  the  stone  for  the  saving  of  his  life,  as 
it  is  to  cure  the  aversion  for  the  saving  of  his  soul. 
Nay,  if  you  have  but  eggs  to  fry,  fire  is  as  absolutely 
necessary  as  either  of  the  other,  though  the  value  of  the 
end  be  in  these  cases  infinitely  different;  for  in  one 
of  them  you  lose  only  your  dinner,  in  the  other  your 
life,  and  in  the  other  your  soul.  But  yet,  in  these  cases, 
fire,  catting,  and  curing  that  aversion,  are  each  of  them 
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abBoluteljr  and  ecjuaUy^  necessary  to  their  mpective  ends, 
because  those  ends  cannot  be  attained  without  them. 

You  say  ftirther,  ^*  Cutting  for  the  stone  is  not  always 
^'  necessary  in  order  to  the  cure :  but  the  penalties  you 
^  speak  of  are  altogether  necessary  (without  extraor- 
^  dinary  grace)  to  cure  that  pemicidus  and  otherwise 
^*  untractable  aversion."  Let  it  be  so  $  but  do  the  sur- 
geons knoi^  who  has  this  stone,  this  aversion,  so  that  it 
will  certainly  destroy  him,  unless  he  be  cut  ?  Will  you 
updertake  to  tell  when  the  aversion  is  such  ii|  any  man, 
that  it  is  incurable  by  preaching,  exhortation,  and  in- 
treaty,  if  his  spiritual  physician  will  be  instant  with  him 
in  season,  and  out  of  season ;  but  certainly  curable,  if 
moderate  force  be  made  use  of  ?  Till  you  are  sure  of  the 
former  of  these,  you  can  never  say  your  moderate  force 
is  necessary  t  Till  you  are  sure  of  the  latter,  you  can 
never  say,  it  is  competent  means.  What  you  will  de- 
termine concerning  extraordinary  grace,  and  when  God 
bestows  that,  I  leave  you  to  consider,  and  speak  clearly 
of  it  at  your  leisure. 

You  add,  that  even  where  '^  cutting  for  the  stone  is 
^  necessary,  it  is  withal  hazardous  by  my  confession. 
**  But  your  penalties  can  no  way  endanger  or  hurt  the 
*^  soul,  but  by  the  fault  of  him  that  undergoes  them.^ 
If  the  magistrate  use  force  to  bring  men  tolhe  true 
religion,  he  must  judge  which  is  the  true  religion ;  and 
he  can  judge  no  other  to  be  it  but  that  which  he  be- 
lieves to  be  the  true  religion,  which  is  his  own  religion. 
But  for  the  magistrate  to  use  £9roe  to  bring  men  to  his 
own  religion,  has  so  much  danger  in  it  to  men's  souls, 
that  by  your  own  confession,  none  but  an  atheist  will 
say  that  magistrates  may  use  force  to  bring  men  to 
their  own  religion. 

This  I  suppose  is  enough  to  make  good  all  that  I 
aimed  at  in  my  instance  of  cutting  for  the  stone,  wjiich 
was,  that  though  it  were  judged  useful,  and  I  add  now 
necessary  to  cut  men  for  the  stone,  yet  that  was  not 
enough  to  authorize  a  surgeon  to  cut  a  man,  but  he 
must  have,  besides  that  general  one  of  doing  good,  some 
more  special  commission ;  and  that  which  I  there  men- 
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tioned,  was  the  patient's  consent.  But  you  te&  me, 
^  That  thought  as  things  now  stand,  no  suvgeon  has 
^  any  right  to  cut  his  calculous  patient  without  his 
**  consent ;  yet  if  the  magistrate  should  by  a  public  law 
^  appoint  and  authorize  a  competent  number  of  the 
^  most  skilful  in  that  art,  to  visit  such  as  labour  under 
^  that  disease,  and  to  cut  those  (whether  they  consent 
^  or  not)  whose  lives  they  unanimously  judge  it  impoa- 
**  sible  to  save  otherwise :  you  are  apt  to  think  I  would 
**  find  it  hard  to  prove,  that  in  so  doing  he  exeeeded  the 
*^  bounds  of  his  power ;  and  you  are  sure  it  would  be 
^  as  hard  to  prove  that  those  artists  would  hftve  no  right 
**  in  that  case  to  cut  such  persons/'  Show  such  a  law 
from  the  great  governor  of  the  universe,  and  I  shall 
yidd  that  your  surgeons  shall  go  to  work  as  hat  as  you 
please.  But  where  is  the  public  law  ?  **  Where  is  the 
^  competent  number  of  magistrates  skilful  in  the  art, 
^  who  must  unanimously  judge  of  the  disease  and  its 
^  danger  ?  **  You  can  show  nothing  of  all  this,  yet  you 
are  so  liberal  of  this  sort  of  cure,  that  one  cannot  take 
you  for  less  than  cutting  Morecrafi  himself. '  But,  sii^ 
if  there  were  a  competent  number  of  skilfid  and  impar- 
tial men,  who  were  to  use  the  incision-knife  on  all  i^ 
whom  they  found  this  stone  of  aversion  to  the  true  re^ 
liglon ;  what  do  you  think,  would  they  find  no  work  ii| 
your  hospital  ? 

Aversion  to  the  true  religion,  you  say,  is  of  absolute 
necessity  to  be  cured :  what  I  beseech  you  is  that  true 
religion  ?  that  of  the  church  of  England  ?  For  that  you 
own  to  be  the  only  true  religion ;  and  whatever  you  say, 
you  cannot  upon  your  principles  name  any  other  nationiU 
religion  in  the  world,  that  you  will  own  to  be  the  true. 
It  being  then  of  absolute  necessity  that  men's  aversioi 
to  the  national  religion  of  England  should  be  cured : 
has  all  mankind  in  whom  it  has  been  al^solutely  neces* 
sary  to  be  cur/ed,  been  furnished  with  competent  and 
necessary  means  for  the  cure  of  this  aversion  ?        '       « 

In  the  next  place,  what  is  your  necessary  and  suffi* 
ieient  means  for  this  cure  that  is  of  absolute  necessity  ? 
and  that  is  moderate  penalties  made  use  of  by  the  91a* 
gistrate,  where  the  jiational  is  the  true  rdigion^  iind 
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sufficieDt. means  are  provided  for  all  men's  instructidn 
in  the  true  religion.  And  here  again  I  ask^  have  all 
men  to  whom  this  cure  is  of  absolute  necessity^  been 
furnished  with  this  necessary  means  ? 

Thirdly^  How  is  your  necessary  remedy  to  be  ap- 
plied ?  And  that  is  in  a  way  wherein  it  cannot  work  the 
cure,  though  we  should  suppose  the  true  religion  the 
national  every-where,  and  all  the  magistrates  in  the 
world  zealous  for  it  To  this  true  religion  say  you  men 
have  a  natural  and  great  aversion  of  absolute  necessity  to 
be  cured,  and  the  only  cure  for  it  is  force  your  way  ap- 
plied, I.  e.  penalties  must  be  laid  upon  all  that  dissent 
from  the  national  religion,  UU  they  conform.  Why 
are  men  averse  to  the  true?  Because  it  crosses  the  profits 
and  pleasures  of  this  life ;  and  for  the  same  reason  they 
have  an  aversion  to  penalties :  these  therefore,  if  they 
be  opposed  one  to  another,  and  penalties  be  so  laid  that 
men  must  quit  their  lusts,  and  heartily  embrace  the 
true  religion,  or  else  endure  the  penalties,  there  may  be 
some  efficacy  in  force  towards  bringing  men  to  the  true 
religion :  but  if  there  be  no  opposition  between  an  out* 
ward  profession  of  the  true  religion  and  men's  lusts; 
penalties  laid  on  men  till  they  outwardly  conform,  are 
not  a  remedy  laid  to  the  disease.  Punishments  so  ap- 
plied liave  no  opposition  to  men's  lusts,  nor  from  thence 
can  be  expected  any  cure.  Men  must  be  driven  from 
their  aversioii  to  the  true  religion  by  penalties  they  have 
<a  greater  aversion  to.  This  is  all  the  operation  of  force. 
But  if  by  getting  into  the  communion  of  the  national 
church  they  can  avoid  the  penalties,  and  yet  retain  their 
natural  corruption  and  aversion  to  the  true  religion, 
what  remedy  is  there  to  the  disease  by  penalties  so  ap- 
plied. You  would,  you  say,  have  men  made  uneasy. 
This  no  doubt  will  work  on  men,  and  make  them  en- 
deavour to  get  out  of  this  uneasy  state  as  soon  as  they 
can.  But  it  will  always  be  by  that  way  wherein  they 
can  be  most  easy ;  for  it  is  the  uneasiness  alone  they  fly 
from,  and  therefore  they  will  not  exchange  one  uneasi- 
ness for  another ;  not  for  a  greater,  nor  an  equal,  nor 
any  at  all,  if  they  can  help  it.  If  therefore  it  be  so  un* 
Jeasy  for  men  to  mortify  their  lusts,  as  you  tell  us»  which 
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the  true  religion  requires  of  them,  if  they  embrace  it 
in  earnest :  but  which  outward  conformity  to  the  true 
religion,  or  any  national  church»  does  not  require; 
what  need  or  use  is  there  of  force  ap[died  so,  that  it 
meets  not  at  all  with  men's  lusts,  or  aversion  to  the 
true  religion,  but  leaves  them  the  tiberty  of  a  quiet  en- 
joyment of  them,  free  from  force  and  penalties  in  a  1^^ 
and  approved  conformity  ?  Is  a  man  negligent  of  hid 
soul,  and  will  not  be  brought  to  consider  ?  obstinate, 
and  will  not  embrace  the  truth  ?  is  he  careless,  and  will 
not  be  at  the  pains  to  examine  matters  of  religion  ?  cor- 
rupt, and  will  not  part  with  his  lusts,  which  are  dearer 
to  him  than  his  first-bom  ?  It  is  but  owning  the  national 
profession,  and  he  may  be  so  still :  if  he  conform,  the 
magistrate  has  done  punishing,  he  is  a  son  of  the  church, 
and  need  not  consider  any  thing  farther  for  fear  of  pe- 
nalties ;  they  are  removed,  and  all  is  well.  So  that  at 
last  there  neither  being  an  absolute  necessity  that  aver- 
sion to  the  true  religion  should  in  all  men  be  cured ; 
nor  the  magistrate  being  a  competent  judge  who  have 
this  stone  of  aversion,  or  who  have  it  to  that  degree  as 
to  need  force  to  cure  it,  or  in  whom  it  is  curable,  were 
force  a  proper  remedy,  as  it  is  not ;  nor  having  any 
commission  to  use  it,  notwithstanding  what  you  have 
answered :  it  is  still  not  only  as,  but  more  reasonable 
for  the  magistrate,  upon  pretence  of  its  usefulness  or 
necessity,  to  cut  any  one  for  the  stone  without  his  own 
consent,  than  to  use  force  your  way  to  cure  him  of  aver- 
sion to  the  true  religion. 

To  my  question,  in  whose  hands  this  right,  we  were 
a  little  above  speaking  of,  was  in  Turkey,  Persia,  or 
China  ?  you  tell  me,  ^*  you  answer  roundly  and  plainly, 
**  in  the  hands  of  the  sovereign,  to  use  convenient  pe- 
'<  nalties  for  the  promoting  the  true  religion."  I  will 
not  trouble  you  here  with  a  question  you  will  meet  with 
elsewhere,  who  in  these  countries  must  be  judge  of  the 
true  religion  ?  But  I  will  ask,  whether  you  or  any  wis^ 
man  would  have  put  a  right  of  using  force  into  a  ma- 
hommedan  or  pagan  princess  hand,  for  the  promoting 
of  Christianity  ?  Which  of  my  pagans  or  mahommedans 
would  have  done  otherwise  ? 
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But  God,  you  say,  has  done  it,  and  you  make  it  g^ood 
by  telling  tne  in  the  following  words,  *^  If  this  startle 
^^  m^,  then  you  must  tell  me  farther,  Uiat  you  look 
^'  upon  the  supreme  power  to  be  the  same  all  the  world 
$(  over,  in  what  hands  soever  it  is  placed,  and  this  right 
^^  to  be  contained  in  it ;  and  if  those  that  h&ve  it  do 
'^  not  use  it  as  they  ought,  but  instead  of  promoting 
^'  true  religion  by  proper  penalties  set  themselves  to 
^^  inforoe  mahommedism  or  paganism,  or  any  other  false 
^^  rdigion :  all  that  can,  or  that  needs  be  said  to  the 
^*  matter,  is,  that  Ood  will  one  day  call  them  to  an 
^^  account  for  the  neglect  of  their  4uty,  for  the  disho- 
*^  nour  they  do  to  him,  and  fen:  the  souls  that  perish  by 
^^  their  fault.'*  Your  taking  this  right  to  be  a  part  of 
the  supreme  power  of  all  civil  sovereigns,  which  is  the 
thing  in  question,  is  not,  as  I  take  it,  proving  it  to  be 
so.  But  let  us  take  it  so  for  once,  what  then  is  your 
answer  ?  **  God  will  one  day  call  those  sovereigns  to  an 
*'  account  for  the  neglect  of  their  duty."  The  ques* 
tion  is  not,  what  God  will  do  with  the  sovereigns  who 
have  neglected  their  duty;  but  how  mankind  is  ftjr- 
pished  with  your  competent  means  of  promoting  God's 
honour  in  the  world,  and  the  good  of  souls  in  countries 
where  the  sovereign  is  of  a  wrong  religion  ?  For  there, 
bow  clearly  soever  the  right  of  using  it  be  in  the  sove- 
reign, yet  as  long  as  he  uses  not  force  to  bring  his  sub* 
jects  to  the  true  rdigion,  they  are  destitute  of  your  com-* 
petent  means.  For  I  imagine  you  do  not  make  the 
right  to  use  that  force,  but  the  actual  application  of  it 
by  penal  laws,  to  be  your  useful  and  necessary  means. 
For  if  you  think  the  bare  having  that  right  be  enough, 
if  that  be  your  sufficient  means  without  the  actual  use 
offeree,  we  readily  albw  it  you.  And,  as  I  tell  you 
elsewhere,  I  see  not  then  what  need  you  had  of  mira- 
cles **  to  supply  the  want  of  the  magistrates  assistance 
**  till  Christianity  was  supported  and  encouraged  by  the 
^  laws  of  the  empire : "  for,  by  your  own  rule,  the  ma* 
gistrates  of  the  world,  during  the  three  first  centuries 
fifter  the  publishing  the  christian  religion,  had  the  same 
right,  if  that  had  been  enough,  that  they  have  now  in 
Turkey,  Persia,  or  China.    That  this  is  ail  that  can  be 
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nid  in  this  matter^  I  easily  grant  you ;  but  that  it  is  all 
that  needs  be  said  to  make  good  your  doctrine,  I  must 
beg  your  pardon. 

In  the  same  sentence  wherein  you  tell  me  I  should 
have  added  necessity  to  usefulness,  I  call  it  necessary  usci- 
fulness,  which  I  imagine  is  not  much  difierent.  But 
that  with  the  following  words  wherein  my  argument  lay, 
had  the  ill  luck  to  be  overseen ;  but  if  you  please  to 
take  my  argument,  as  I  have  now  again  laid  it  before 
you,  it  will  serve  mj  turn. 

In  your  next  paragraph  you  tell  me,  that  what  is  said 
by  me  is  with  the  same  ingenuity  I  have  used  in  other 
places ;  my  words  in  that  place  are  these :  *^  The  au« 
^  thor  having  endeavoured  to  show  that  pobody  at  all, 
^  of  any  rank  or  condition,  had  any  power  to  punish, 
**  tonnent,  or  use  any  man  ill  for  matters  of  rdigion  t 
^  you  tell  us,  you  do  not  yet  understand  why  clergy* 
**  men  are  not  as  capable  of  such  power  as  other  men ;  '* 
which  words  of  mine  containing  in  them  nothing  but 
true  matter  of  fact,  give  you  no  reason  to  tipc  my  inge- 
nuity t  nor  will  what  you  allege  make  it  otherwise  than 
such  power ;  for  if  the  power  you  there  speak  of  were 
externally  coactive  power,  is  not  that  the  same  power 
the  author  was  speaking  of,  made  use  of  to  those  ends 
he  mentions  of  tormenting  and  punishing?  And  do 
not  you  own  that  those  who  have  that  power,  ought  to 
punish  those  who  oflfend  in  rejecting  the  true  religion  ? 
As  to  the  remaining  part  of  that  paragraph,  I  shall 
leave  the  reader  to  judge  whether  I  sought  any  occ^* 
rion  so  much  as  to  name  the  clergy ;  or  whether  the 
itching  of  jrour  fingers  to  be  handling  the  rod  guided 
not  your  pen  to  what  was  nothing  to  the  purpose :  for 
the  author  had  not  said  any  thing  so  much  as  tending  to 
exclude  the  dergy  from  secular  employments,  but  only, 
if  you  will  take  your  own  report  of  it,,  that  no  ecdesi* 
astical  officer,  a$  such,  has  any  externally  coactive  power, 
whereupon  you  cry  out,  that  "^f  you  do  not  yet  under* 
''  stand  why  ecclesiastics  or  clergymen  are  not  as  capa* 
*^  ble  of  such  power  as  other  men."  Had  you  stood 
to  be  constable  of  your  parish,  or  of  the  hundred,  you 
night  ha^e  had  cause  to  vindicate  thus  your  capacity, 
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if  orders  had  been  objected  to  you ;  or  if  your  aim  be 
at  a  justice  of  the  peace,  or  lord  chief  justice  of  Eng^- 
land,  much  more.  However  you  must  be  allowed  to 
be  a  man  of  forecast,  in  clearing  the  way  to  secular 
power^  if  you  know  yourself,  or  any  of  your  friends  de- 
sirous of  it :  otherwise  I  confess  you  have  reason  to  be 
on  this  occasion  a  little  out  of  humour,  as  you  are,  for 
bringing  this  matter  in  question  so  wholly  out  of  season. 
Nor  will,  I  fear,  the  ill-fitted  excuse  you  bring,  give 
yourself,  or  one  who  consults  the  places  in  both  yours 
JEind  the  author's  letter,  a  much  better  Ofnnion  of  it. 
However  I  cannot  but  thank  you  for  your  wonted  inge- 
nuity,  in  saying,  that  *'  it  seems  I  wanted  an  occasion 
^*  to  show  my  good-will  to  the  clergy,  and  so  I  made 
*^  myself  one."  And  to  find  more  work  for  the  excel- 
lent gift  you  have  this  way,  I  desire  you  to  read  over 
that  paragraph  of  mine  again,  and  tell  me,  whether  you 
can  find  any  thing  said  in  it  not  true  ?  Any  advice  in  it 
that  you  yourself  would  disown  ?  any  thing  that  any 
worthy  clergyman  that  adorns  his  function  is  concerned 
in  ?  And  when  you  have  set  it  down  in  my  words,  the 
world  shall  be  judge,  whether  1  have  showed  any  ill- 
will  to  the  clergy.  Till  then  I  may  take  the  liberty  to 
own,  that  I  am  more  a  friend  to  them  and  their  calling, 
than  those  amongst  them  who  show  their  forwardness  to 
leave  the  word  of  God  to  serve  other  employments. 
The  office  of  a  minister  of  the  gospel  requires  so  the 
whole  man,  that  the  very  looking  after  their  poor  was, 
by  the  joint  voice  of  the  twelve  apostles,  called  *'  leav- 
'^  ing  the  word  of  God,  and  serving  of  tables.**  Acts 
iv.  2.  But  if  you  think  no  man's  faults  can  be  spoken 
of  without  ill-will,  you  will  make  a  very  ill  preacher : 
or  if  you  think  this  to  be  so  only  in  speaking  of  mis- 
takes in  any  of  the  clergy,  there  must  be  in  your  opi- 
nion something  peculiar  in  their  case,  that  makes  it  so 
much  a  fault  to  mention  any  of  theirs ;  which  I  must 
be  pardoned  for,  since  I  was  not  aware  of  it :  and  there 
will  want  but  a  little  cool  reflection  to  convince  you^ 
that  had  not  the  present  church  of  England  a  greater 
number  in  proportion,  than  possibly  any  other  age  of 
the  church  ever  had,  of  those  who  by  Uieir  pious  lives 
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and  labours  in  their  ministry  adorn  their  profession ; 
such  busy  men  as  cannot  be  content  to  be  divines  Mrith* 
out  being  laymen  too»  would  so  little  keep  up  the  re- 
putation which  ought  to  distinguish  the  clergy,  or  pre* 
serve  the  esteem  due  to  a  holy,  t •  e.  a  separate  order ; 
that  nobody  can  show  greater  good- will  to  them  than 
by  taking  all  occasions  to  put  a  stop  to  any  forwardness 
to  be  meddling  out  of  their  calling.  This,  I  suppose, 
made  a  learned  prelate  of  our  church,  out  of  kindness  to 
the  clergy,  mind  them  of  their  stipulation  and  duty  in 
a  late  treatise,  and  tell  them  that  *'  the  pastoral  care  is 
*'  to  be  a  man's  entire  business,  and  to  possess  both 
^*  his  thoughts  and  his  time."  Disc,  of  Past.  Care, 
p.  121. 

To  your  saying,  ^^  That  the  magistrate  may  lay  pe- 
'^  nalties  upon  those  who  refuse  to  embrace  the  doctrine 
'*  ofthe  proper  ministers  ofreligion,orare  alienated  from 
"  the  truth  : "  I  answered,  "  God  never  gave  the  ma- 
**  gistrate  a|i  authority  to  be  judge  of  truth  for  another 
"  man.*'     This  you  grant :  but  withal  say,  *^  That  if 
*'  the  magistrate  knows  the  truth,  though  he  has  no 
^  authority  to  judge  of  truth  for  another  man ;  yet  he 
"  may  be  judge  whether  other  men  be  alienated  from 
^  the  truth  or  no ;  and  so  may  have  authority  to  lay 
^  some  penalties  upon  those  whom  hfe  sees  to  be  so,  to 
^  bring  them  to  judge  more  sincerely  for  themselves." 
For  example,  the  doctrine  of  the  proper  ministers  of 
religion  is,  that  the  three  creeds,  Nice,  Athanasius's, 
and  that  commonly  called  the  Apostles  Creed,  ought  to 
be  thoroughly  received  and  believed  :  as  also  that  the 
Old  and  New  Testament  contain  all  things  necessary  to 
salvation.    The  one  of  these  doctrines  a  papist  subject 
embraces  not ;  and  a  socinian  the  other.     What  now  is 
the  magistrate  by  your  commission  to  do  ?  He  is  to  lay 
penalties  upon  them,  and  continue  them :  How  long  ? 
Only  till  they  conform,  f .  e.  till  they  profess  they  em- 
brace these  doctrines  for  true.     In  which  case  he  does 
not  judge  of  the  truth  for  other  men:  he  only  judges 
that  other  men  are  alienated  from  the  truth.     Do  you 
i^ot  now  admire  your  owp  8u)>tilty  and  acuteness  ?    I 
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that  cahnot  cximprehend  this^  tell  yotl  mj  dull  B^tts^  ifi 
the  case.  He  that  thinks  another  man  id  atl  httot^ 
judges  him,  as  you  phrase  it,  alienated  fh>m  the  truth, 
and  then  judges  of  truth  and  falsehood  only  fur  himself. 
But  if  he  lays  any  penalty  upon  others,  which  they  ftre 
to  lie  under  till  they  embrace  for  a  truth  what  he  judges 
to  be  so,  he  is  then  so  far  a  judge  of  truth  for  those 
others.  This  is  what  I  think  to  judge  of  truth  for  an- 
other means  :  If  you  will  tell  me  what  else  it  signifies, 
I  am  r&ady  to  learn. 

'^  YoU  grants  ydu  say^  God  never  gave  the  magistrate 
^'  any  authority  to  be  judge  of  truth  for  another  man :  ^ 
and  then  add,  *<  But  how  does  it  follow  from  theiice  that 
<*  he  cannot  be  judge,  whether  any  man  be  alienated 
<*  from  the  truth  or  no  ?  '*  And  I  ask  you.  Who  ever 
said  any  such  thing  did  follow  from  thence  ?  That  which 
I  say,  and  which  you  ought  to  disprove^  is,  that  who- 
ever punishes  others  for  not  being  of  the  religion  he 
judges  to  be  true,  judges  of  truth  for  others;  But  you 
prove  that  a  man  may  be  judge  of  truth,  without  hav- 
ing  authority  to  judge  of  it  for  other  met),  dt  td  pre- 
scribe to  them  what  they  shall  believe^  which  you  might 
have  spared,  till  you  meet  with  sotnebody  that  denies 
it.  But  yet  your  proof  of  it  is  worth  remembering : 
<c  rectum,  say  you,  est  itadex  sui  et  obliqui.  And  cer- 
^  tainly  whoever  does  but  know  the  truth,  tnay  easily 
<*  judge  whether  other  men  be  alienated  from  it  or  no.^ 
But  though  "  rectum  be  index  sui  et  obliqui ;  **  yet  a 
man  may  be  ignorant  of  that  which  is  the  right,  iind 
mdy  take  error  for  truths  The  truth  of  religion,  when 
known,  shows  what  Contradicts  it  is  false  :  but  yet  that 
truth  may  be  unknown  to  the  magistrate,  as  well  as  id 
any  other  man.  But  ydu  conclude,  I  kndw  not  upon 
what  ground,  as  if  the  magistrate  could  not  miss  it,  or 
were  surer  to  find  it  than  other  tnen.  I  suppose  you  are 
thus  favourable  only  to  the  magistrate  of  your  owh  pro- 
fession^ as  no  doubt  in  civility  a  papist  or  a  presbyte- 
rian  would  be  to  those  of  his.  And  then  infer :  "  Aiid 
*'  therefore  If  the  magistrate  knows  the  truth,  though 
<«.  he  has  no  authority  to  judge  of  truth  for  cM;hdr  ttieUi 
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*^  jet  he  maj  judge  whether  bther  nien  be  alienated 
^  from  the  truth  or  no."  Without  doubt !  who  denies 
it  him  ?  It  is  a  privilege  that  he  and  all  men  have,  that 
when  they  know  the  truth »  or  believe  the  truths  or  have 
embraced  an  errour  for  truth,  they  taiay  judge  whether 
other  men  are  alienated  from  it  or  no,  if  those  other 
men  own  their  opinions  in  that  matter. 

You  go  on  with  your  inference,  ^^  and  so  may  have 
^  authority  to  lay  some  penalties  upon  those  whom  be 
**  sees  to  be  so.**     Now,  sir^  you  go  a  little  too  fast. 
This  he  cannot  do  without  making  himself  judge  of 
truth  for  them :  the  magistrate,  or  any  one,  may  judge 
as  much  as  he  pleases  of  men's  opinions  and  errours ;  he 
in  that  judges  only  for  himself;  but  as  soon  as  he  Uses 
force  to  bring  them  from  their  own  to  his  opinion,  he 
makes  himself  judge  of  truth  for  them ;  let  it  be  to 
bring  them  to  judge  more  sincerely  for  themselves^  as 
you  here  call  it,  or  undet  what  pretence  or  colour  so* 
ever^  for  that  what  you  say  b  but  a  pretencej  the  very 
expression  discovers.     For  does  any  one  ever  judge  in* 
sincerely  for  himself,  that  he  needs  penalties  to  make 
him  judge  motie  sincerely  for  himself?     A  man  may 
judge  wrong  for  himself,  and  may  be  known  or  thought 
to  do  so :  but  who  can  either  know  or  suppose  another 
is  not  sincere  in  the  judgment  he  makes  for  himself,  or, 
which  is  the  same  thing,  that  any  one  knowingly  puts 
a  mixture  of  falsehood  into  the  judgment  he  makes  .^  for 
as  speaking  insincerely  is  to  speak  otherwise  than  one 
thinks,  let  what  he  says  be  true  or  false ;  so  judging 
insincerely  must  be  to  judge  otherwise  than  one  thinks, 
which  I  imagine  is  not  very  feasible.     But  how  impro- 
per soever  it  be  to  talk  of  judging  insincerely  for  one's 
self,  it  was  better  for  you  in  that  place  to  say,  penalties 
wet^  to  bring  men  to  judge  more  sincerely^  rather  than 
to  say,  more  rightly,  or  more  truly :  for  had  you  said^ 
the  magistrate  might  use  penalties  to  bring  men  to  judge 
more  truijr^  that  very  word  had  plainly  discovei'ed,  that 
he  itiade  himsdf  a  judge  of  truth  for  them.     You  there- 
fore wisely  chose  to  say  whdt  inight  best  cover  this  cdn- 
tQMliction  to  yourself,  whether  it  were  s^se  ot  no ;  whieh 
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perhaps  whilst  it  sounded  well,  everyone  would  not 
stand  to  examine. 

One  thinf^  give  me  leave  here  to  observe  to  you,  which 
is,  that  when  you  speak  of  the  entertainment  subjects 
are  to  give  to  truth,  i.  e.  the  true  religion,  you  call  it 
believing ;  but  this  in  the  magbtrate  you  call  knowing. 
Now  let  me  ask  you  whether  any  magistrate,  who  laid 
penalties  on  any  who  dissented  from  what  he  judged  the 
true  religion,  or,  as  you  call  it  here^  were  alienated 
from  the  truth;  was  or  could  be  determined  in  his 
judging  of  that  truth  by  any  assurance  greater  than  be- 
lieving ?     When  you  have  resolved  that,  you  will  then 
see  to  what  purpose  is  all  you  have  said  here  concern- 
ing the  magistrate's  knowing  the  truth ;  which  at  last 
amounting  to  no  more  than  the  assurance  wherewith  a 
man  certainly  believes  and  receives  a  thing  for  true,  will 
put  every  magistrate  under  the  same,  if  there  be  any 
obligation  to  use  force,  whilst  he  believes  his  own  reli- 
gion.    Besides,  if  a  magistrate  knows  his  religion  to 
be  true,  he  is  to  use  means  not  to  make  his  people  be- 
lieve, but  know  it  also ;  knowledge  of  them,  if  that  be 
the  way  of  entertaining  the  truths  of  religion,  being  as 
necessary  to  the  subjects  as  the  magistrate.     I  never 
heard  yet  of  a  master  of  mathematics,  who  had  the 
care  of'  informing  of  others  in  those  truths,  who  ever 
went  about  to  make  any  one  believe  one  of  Euclid's 
propositions. 

The  pleasantness  of  your  answer,  notwithstanding 
what  you  say,  doth  remain  still  the  same :  for  you  mak- 
ing, as  is  to  be  seen,  **  the  power  of  the  magistrate 
*^  OBDAINED  for  the  bringing  men  to  take  such  care  as 
**  they  ought  of  their  salvation ; "  the  reason  why  it  is 
every  man's  interest  to  vest  this  power  in  the  magi- 
strate, must  suppose  this  power  so  ordained,  before  the 
people  vested  it ;  or  else  it  could  not  be  an  argument 
for  their  vesting  it  in  the  magistrate.  For  if  you  had 
not  here  built  upon  your  fundamental  supposition,  that 
this  power  of  the  magistrate  is  ordained  by  God  to  that 
end,  the  proper  and  intelligible  way  of  expressing  your 
meaning  had  not  been  to  say  as  you  do ;  ^*  As  the  power 
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*'  of  the  magistrate  is  ordained  for  bringing,  &c.  so  if 
^*  we  suppose  this  power  vested  in  the  magistrate  by 
^  the  people :  *'  in  which  way  of  speaking  this  power 
of  the  magistrate  is  evidently  supposed  already  ordain- 
ed. But  a  clear  way  of  making  your  meaning  under- 
stood had  been  to  say,  That  for  the  people  to  ordain 
such  a  power  of  the  magistrate,  or  to  vest  such  a  power 
in  the  magistrate,  which  is  the  same  thing,  was  their 
true  interest :  but  whether  it  were  your  meaning,  or  your 
expression  that  was  guilty  of  the  absurdity,  I  shall  leave 
it  with  the  reader. 

As  to  the  other  pleasant  thing  of  your  answer,  it  will 
still  appear  by  barely  reciting  it :  the  pleasant  thing  I 
chai^  on  you  is,  that  you  say.  That  "  the  power  of 
*^  the  magistrate  is  to  bring  men  to  such  a  care  of  their 
^*  salvation,  that  they  may  not  blindly  leave  it  to  the 
"  choice  of  any  person,  or  their  own  lusts  or  passions, 
^  to  prescribe  to  them  what  faith  or  worship  they  shall 
"  embrace;*'  and  yet  that  it  is  their  best  course  "to 
*^  vest  a  power  in  the  magistrate,"  liable  to  the  same 
lusts  and  passions  as  themselves,  to  choose  for  them. 
To  this  you  answer,  by  asking,  where  it  is  that  you  say 
that  it  is  the  people's  l)est  course  to  vest  a  power  in  the 
magistrate  to  choose  for  them  ?  That  you  tell  me  I  do 
not  pretend  to  show.  If  you  had  given  yourself  the 
pains  to  have  gone  on  to  the  end  of  the  paragraph ,  or 
will  be  pleased  to  read  it  as  I  have  here  again  set  it  down 
for  your  perusal,  you  will  find  that  I  at  least  pretended 
to  show  it ;  my  words  are  these :  '*  If  they  vest  a  power 
**  in  the  magistrate  to  punish  them  when  they  dissent 
'*  from  his  religion,  to  bring  them  to  act  ev^  against 
^  their  own  inclination,  according  to  reason  and  sound 
**  judgment,"  which  is,  as  you  explain  yourself  in  an- 
other place,  "to  bring  them  to  consider  reasons  and 

arguments  proper  and  sufficient  to  convince  them; 

how  far  is  this  from  leaving  it  to  the  choice  of  an- 
"  other  man  to  prescribe  to  them,  what  faith  or  wor- 
*•  ship  they  shall  embrace  ? "  Thus  far  you  cite  my 
words,  to  which  let  me  join  the  remaining  part  of  the 
paragraph,  to  let  you  see  that  I  pretended  to  show  that 
the  course  you  proposed  to  the  people  as  best  for  them, 
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was  to  vest  a  power  in  the  magistrate  to  choose  for  thwi. 
My  words  which  follow  those  where  you  left  off,  are 
these :  ^  Especially  if  we  consider,  that  you  think  it  a 
sttange  thing,  that  the  author  would  have  the  care  of 
every  man's  soul  left  to  himself  alone,  So  that  this 
care  being  vested  in  the  magistrate,  with  a  power  to 
**  punbh  men  to  make  them  consider  reasons  and  argu- 
**  ments  proper  and  sufficient  to  convince  them  of  the 
'^  truth  of  his  religion ;  the  choice  is  evidently  in  the 
'^  magistrate,  as  much  as  it  can  be  in  the  power  of  one 
**  man  to  choose  for  another  what  religion  he  shall  be 
**  of;  whieh  consists  only  in  a  power  of  compelling  him 
'*  by  punishments  to  embrace  it."  But  all  this  you  tell 
me  '  *  is  just  nothing  to  the  purpose :  '*  Why,  I  beseech 
you  ?  '^  Because  you  speak  not  of  the  magistrate's  reli« 
**  gion,  but  of  the  true  religion,  and  that  proposed  with 
«  sufficient  evidence." 

The  case  in  short  is  this :  men  are  apt  to  be  misled  by 
their  passions^  lusts,  and  other  men,  in  the  choice  of 
their  religion*  For  this  great  evil  you  propose  a  re^^ 
medy,  which  is,  that  men  (for  you  must  remember  you 
are  here  speaking  of  the  people  putting  this  power  into 
the  magistrate's  hand)  should  choose  some  of  their  fel- 
low-men, and  give  them  a  power  by  force  to  guard 
them,  that  they  might  not  be  alienated  from  the  truth 
by  their  own  passions,  lusts,  or  by  other  men.  So  it  was 
in  the  fii*st  scheme ;  or,  as  you  have  it  now,  to  punish 
them,  whenever  they  rejected  the  true  religion,  and  that 
proposed  with  sufficient  evidence  of  the  truth  of  it.  A 
pretty  remedy,  and  manifestly  effectual  at  first  sight ; 
that  becau^  men  were  all  promiscuously  apt  to  be  misled 
in  their  judgment,  or  choice  of  their  religion,  by  pas- 
sion, lust,  and  other  men,  therefore  they  should  choose 
some  amongst  themselves,  who  mighty  they  and  their 
successors,  men  made  just  like  themselves,  punish  them 
that  rejected  the  true  religion. 

''  If  the  blind  lead  the  blind,  both  shall  fall  into  the 
**  ditch,"  says  our  Saviour.  If  men  apt  to  be  misled 
by  their  passions  and  lusts,  will  guard  themselves  irom 
falling  into  errour,  by  punishments  laid  on  them,  by 
men  as  apt  to  be  misled  by  passions  and  lusts  as  them* 
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selves,  how  are  they  safer  from  falling  into  eirovr  ? 
Now  hear  th^  infallible  remedy  for  this  inconveniencei 
and  admire :  the  men  to  whom  they  have  |pven  this 
tx)wer,  musk  not  use  itj  till  they  find  those  who  gave 
it  them  in  an  errour.  A  friend,  to  whom  t  showed 
thb  expedient,  answered.  This  is  none:  For  why  is 
not  a  man  as  fit  to  judge  for  himself  when  he  is  in  an 
errour,  as  another  to  judge  for  him^  who  is  as  liaUe 
to  errour  himself?  I  answered.  This  power  however  in 
the  other  can  do  him  no  harm,  but  may  indirectly 
and  at  a  distance  do  him  good ;  because  the  magistrate 
who  has  this  power  to  punish  him,  must  never  use  it 
but  when  he  is  in  the  right,  and  he  that  is  punished  is 
in  the  wrong.  But,  said  my  friend,  who  shidl  be  judge 
whether  he  be  in  the  right  or  no?  For  men  in  an 
errour  think  themselves  in  the  right,  and  that  as  con* 
fidently  as  those  who  are  most  so.  To  which  I  repliedi 
Nobody  must  be  judge ;  but  the  magistrate  may  know 
when  he  is  in  the  right.  And  so  may  the  subject  too, 
said  my  friend,  as  well  as  the  magistrate,  ana  there- 
fore it  was  as  good  still  to  be  free  from  a  punishment 
that  gives  a  man  no  more  security  from  errour  than 
he  had  without  it.  Besides,  said  he,  who  must  be 
judge  whether  the  magistrate  knows  or  no  ?  For  he 
may  mistake,  and  think  it  to  be  knowledge  and  cer^ 
tainty,  when  it  is  but  opinion  and  belief4  It  is  no  mat- 
ter, for  that  in  this  scheme,  replied  I,  the  magistrate, 
we  are  told,  may  know  which  is  the  true  religion^ 
and  he  must  not  use  force  but  to  bring  men  to  the  true 
religion ;  and  if  he  does,  God  will  one  day  call  him  to 
an  account  for  it,  and  so  all  is  safe.  As  safe  as  beat- 
ing the  air  can  make  a  thing,  replied  my  friend,  for 
if  believing,  being  assured,  confidently  being  persuaded 
that  they  know  that  the  religion  they  profess  is 
true,  or  any  thing  else  short  of  true  knowledge,  will 
serve  the  turn,  all  magistrates  will  have  this  power  alike, 
and  so  men  will  be  well  guarded,  or  recovered  from 
false  religions,  by  putting  it  into  the  magistrate's  hand 
to  punish  them  when  they  have  alienated  themselves 
from  it. 

N  2 
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If  the  magistrate  be  not  to  punish  men  but  when  hd 
knowsj  I.  e.  is  infallibly  certain^  (for  so  is  a  man  in 
what  he  knows,)  that  his  national  religion  is  all  true, 
and  knows  also,  that  it  has  been  proposed  to  those  he 
punishes  with  sufficient  evidence  of  the  truth  of  it :  it 
would  have  been  as  good  this  power  had  never  been 
given  him,  since  he  will  never  be  in  a  condition  to  ex- 
ercise it ;  and  at  best  it  was  given  him  to  no  purpose, 
since  those  who  gave  it  him  were  one  with  another  as 
little  indisposed  to  consider  impartially,  examine  dili- 
gently, study,  find^  and  infallibly  know  the  truth,  as 
he.  But,  said  he  at  pairing,  to  talk  thus  of  the  magi- 
strate's punishing  men  that  reject  the  true  religion, 
without  telling  us  who  those  magistrates  are,  who  have 
a  power  to  judge  which  is  the  true  religion,  is  to  put 
this  power  in  all  magistrates  hands  alike,  or  none ;  for 
to  say  he  only  is  to  be  judge  which  is  the  true  religion, 
who  is  of  it,  is  but  to  begin  the  round  of  inquiries  again, 
which  can  at  last  end  nowhere  but  in  every  one*s  sup- 
posing his  own  to  be  it.  But,  said  he,  if  you  will  con- 
tinue to  talk  on  thus,  there  is  nothing  more  to  be 
done  with  you,  but  to  pity  or  laugh  at  you ;  and  so 
he  left  me. 

I  assure  you.  Sir,  I  urged  this  part  of  your  hypothe- 
sis, with  all  the  advantage  I  thought  your  answer  af- 
forded me ;  and  if  I  have  erred  in  it,  or  there  be  any 
way  to  get  out  of  the  strait,  (if  force  must  in  your  way 
be  used,)  either  of  the  magistrate's  punishing  men  for 
rejecting  the  true  religion,  without  judging  which  is 
the  true  religion;  or  else  that  the  magistrate  should 
judge  which  is  the  true  religion ;  which  way  ever  of  the 
too  you  shall  determine  it,  I  see  not  what  advantage  it 
can  be  to  the  people,  to  keep  them  from  choosing  amiss, 
that  this  power  of  punishing  them  shall  be  put  into  the 
magistrate's  hands. 

And  then,  if  the  magistrate  must  judge  which  is  the 
true  religion ;  as  how  he  should,  without  judging,  pu- 
nish any  one  who  rejects  it,  is  hard  to  find ;  and  punish 
men  who  reject  it  until  they  embrace  it,  let  it  be  to 
mak^  them  consider^  or  what  you  please,  he  does,  I 
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think,  choose  their  religion  for  them.  And  if  you  have 
not  the  dexterity  to  choose  the  national  religion  where- 
ever  you  are,  I  doubt  not  but  that  you  would  think  $o 
too  if  you  were  in  France,  though  there  were  none  but 
moderate  penalties  laid  on  you  to  bring  you  even  against 
your  own  inclination  to  act  according  to  what  they  there 
call  reason  and  sound  judgment. 

That  paragraph  and  mine  to  which  it  is  an  answer 
run  thus : 
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L.  II.  p.  427.— 
I  do  neither  you 
Dor  the  magis- 
trate injury  when 
I  say  that  the 
power  you  give 
the  magistrate  of 
punishing  men, 
"  to  muke  them 
"  consider  reasons 
*^  and  arguments 
^*  proper  and  suffi- 
"  cient  to  convince 
*^  them,  is  to  con* 
"  vince  them  of  the 
*•  truth  of  his  reli- 
«  gion,  and  to  bring 
"  them  to  it.  For 
men  will  never, 
in  his  opinion, 
act  according  to 
*'  reason  and  sound 
judgment^  which 
is  the  thing  you 
here  say  men 
should  be  brought 
to  by  the  magi- 
"  strate,  even  a- 
"  gainst  thdr  own 
'*  inclination,  till 
they  embrace  his 
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L.  IIL  p.  67.  ^'  But  it  seems 
'*  you  have  not  done  with  this 
"  yet :  For  you  say,"  you  do  nei- 
ther me  nor  the  magistrate  injury, 
when  you  say  that  the  power  I 
give  the  magistrate,  of  punishing 
men  to  make  them  consider  rea- 
sons and  arguments  proper  and 
sufficient  to  convince  them,  is  to 
convince  them  of  the  truth  of  his 
religion,  whatever  that  be,  and  to 
bring  them  to  it.  "  Which  seems 
^'  a  little  strange  and  pleasant  too 
"  But  thus  you  prove  it :  **  For 
men  will  never,  in  his  opinion,  act 
according  to  reason  and  sound 
judgment,  till  they  embrace  his 
religion.  And  if  you  have  the 
brow  of  an  honest  man,  you  will 
not  say  the  magistrate  will  ever 
punish  you,  to  bring  you  to  con- 
sider any  other  reasons  and  argu- 
ments but  such  as  are  proper  to 
convince  you  of  the  truth  of  his 
religion,  and  to  bring  you  to  that. 
Which  (besides  the  pleasant  talk 
of  such  reasons  and  arguments  as 
are  proper  and  sufficient  to  con- 
vince men  of  the  truth  of  the  ma* 
gistrate's  religion,  *'  though  it  be 
^*  a  fj^lse  one)  is  just  as  much  asi  tq 
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neligioil.  And  if 
you  have  the  brow 
**  of  an  honest  man^ 
"  you  will  not  say 
**  the  magistrate 
**  will  ever  punish 
**  you,  to  bring  you 
**  to  consider  any 
'^  other  reasons  and 
**  arguments,  but 
**  such  as  are  pro- 
**  per  to  convince 
you  of  the  truth 
of  his  religion, 
^*  and  to  bring  you 
*<  to  that.  Thus 
"  you  shift  forwards 
'*  and  backwards* 
**  You  say,  the  ma- 
*^  gistrate  has  no 
**  power  to  punish 
**  men  to  compel 
«  them  to  his  reli- 
"  gion ;  but  only  to 
**  compel  them  to 
"  consider  reasons 
**  and  arguments 
•*  proper  to  con- 
^  vince  them  of  the 
**  truth  of  his  reli- 
"  gion ;  which  is 
<*  all  one  as  to  say, 
*«  nobody  has  pow- 
'•  er  to  choose  your 
"  way  for  you  to 
**  Jerusalem;  but 
*•  yet  the  lord  of 
^  the  manor  has 
^  power  to  punish 
•«  you,  to  bring  you 
«  to   consider    ren- 
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**  say,  It  is  so,  because  in  the  ma* 
"  gistrate's  opinion  it  is  so ;  and 
*'  because  it  is  not  to  be  expected 
^  that  he  will  act  against  his  opi- 
*'  nion.  As  if  the  magistrate's 
**  opinion  could  change  the  na- 
**  ture  of  things,  and  turn  a 
power  to  promote  the  true  re- 
ligion into  a  power  to  promote 
**  a  false  one.  No,  Sir,  the  ma- 
*'  gistrate's  opinion  has  no  such 
*^  virtue.  It  may  indeed  keep 
"  him  from  exercising  the  power 
•*  he  has  to  promote  the  true  re- 
**  ligion ;  and  it  may  lead  him  to 
"  abuse  the  pretence  of  it  to  the 
promoting  a  false  one :  but  it 
can  neither  destroy  that  power 
^  nor  make  it  any  thing  but  what 
it  is.  And  therefore,  whatever 
the  magistrate's  opinion  be,  his 
**  power  was  given  him  (as  the 
"  apostles  power  was  to  them)  for 
**  edification  only,  not  for  destruc- 
**  tion :  And  it  may  always  be  said 
"  of  him,  (what  St.  Paul  said  of 
^'  himself)  that  he  can  do  nothing 
*^  against  the  truth,  but  for  the 
"  truth.  And  therefore  if  th6 
"  magistrate  punishes  me  to  bring 
**  me  to  a  false  religion ;  it  is  not 
*^  his  opinion  that  will  excuse 
'*  him,  when  he  comes  to  answer 
*•  for  it  to  his  judge.  For  cer- 
"  tainly  men  are  as  accountable 
'*  for  their  opinions  (those  of 
*'  them,  I  mean,  which  influence 
**  their  practiiee)  as  they  are  foi^' 
**  their  actions." 

*'  Here  is  therefor^  no  shifting 
^  forwards  and  backwards,  as  you 
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*  sons  and  argu- 
**  ments  proper  and 
**  sufficient  to  eon- 
**  vince  you.  Of 
*«  what?  that  the 
**  way  he  goes  in, 
'*  is  the  right,  and 
"  so  to  make  you 
**  join  in  company, 
••  and  go  along  with 
**  him.  So  that,  in 
**  effect,  what  is  all 
**  your  going  about, 
**  but  to  come  at 
"  last  to  the  same 
**  place  again;  and 
"  put  a  powet  into 
"  the  magistrate's 
**  hands,  under  an- 
••  other  pretence, 
to  compel  men 
to  his  religion  ? 
•*  which  use  of  force 
*•  the  author  has 
**  sufficiently  over- 
**  thrown,  and  you 
yourself  have 
quitted.  But  I 
am  tired  to  fol- 
low you  so  often 
"  round  the  same 
••  drde.** 
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pretend;  nor  any  circle,  but 
in  your  own  imagination.  For 
though  it  be  true  that  I  say,** 
the  magistrate  has  no  power  to 
punish  men,  to  compel  them  to 
his  religion,  **  yet  I  nowhere  say, 
nor  will  it  ibllowfrom  any  thing 
I  do  say,"  That  he  has  power 
to  compel  them  to  consider  rea* 
sons  and  arguments  proper  to  eoti« 
vince  them  of  the  truth  of  his  re- 
ligion. <'  But  I  do  not  much 
wonder  that  you  endeavour  to 
put  this  upon  me.  For  I  think 
by  this  time  it  is  pretty  plain, 
that  otherwise  you  would  have 
but  little  to  say ;  and  it  is  an  art 
very  much  in  use  amongst  some 
sort  of  learned  men,  when  they 
cannot  confute  what  an  adver* 
sary  does  say,  to  make  him  say 
what  he  does  not;  that  they 
may  have  something  which  they 
"  can  confute.'* 
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The  beginning  of  this  answer  is  part  of  the  old  song 
of  triumph :  **  What !  reasons  and  arguments  proper 
*•  and  sufficient  to  convince  men  of  the  truth  of  false- 
*•  hood  ?  "  Yes,  Sir,  the  magistrate  may  use  force  to 
make  men  consider  those  reasons  and  arguments,  which 
he  thinks  proper  and  sufficient  to  convince  men  of  the 
truth  of  his  religion,  though  his  religion  be  a  false  one* 
And  this  fs  as  possible  for  him  to  dO)  as  for  a  tpun  as 
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learned  as  yourself  to  write  a  book,  and  use  such  argu- 
ments,  as  he  thinks  proper  and  sufficient  to  convince 
men  of  the  truth  of  his/  opinion,  though  it  be  a  false* 
hood. 

As  to  the  remaining  part  of  your  answer,  the  ques- 
tion is  not,  whether  the  "  magistrate's  opinion  can 
**  change  the  nature  of  things,  or  the  power  he  has,  or 
*^  excuse  him  to  his  judge  for  misusing  of  it?**  But 
this,  that  since  all  magistrates,  in  your  opinion,  have 
commission,  and  are  obliged  to  promote  the  true  reli- 
gion by  force,  and  they  can  be  guided  in  the  discharge 
of  this  duty  by  nothing  but  their  own  opinion  of  the 
true  religion,  what  advantage  can  this  be  to  the  true 
religion,  what  benefit  to  their  subjects,  or  whether  it 
amounts  to  any  more  than  a  commission  to  every  ma- 
gistrate to  use  force  for  the  promoting  his  own  religion  ? 
To  this  question  therefore  you  will  do  weU  to  apply  your 
answer,  which  a  man  of  less  skill  than  you  will  be  scarce 
able  to  do. 

You  tell  us  indeed,  that  "  whatever  the  magistrate's 
opinion  be,  his  power  was  given  him  (as  the  apostles 
power  was  to  them)  for  edification  only,  and  not  for 
*^  destruction/'  But  if  the  apostles  power  had  been 
given  them  for  one  end,  and  St.  Paul,  St.  Peter,  and 
nine  other  of  the  twelve  had  nothing  to  guide  them  but 
their  own  opinion,  which  led  them  to  another  end ;  I 
ask  you  whether  the  edification  of  the  church  could  have 
been  carried  on  as  it  was  ? 

You  tell  us  farther,  that  **  it  may  always  be  said  of 
'*  the  magistrate  (what  St.  Paul  said  of  himself)  that  he 
**  can  do  nothing  against  the  truth,  but  for  the  truth.** 
Witness  the  king  of  France.  If  you  say  this  in  the  same 
sense  that  St.  Paul  said  it  of  himself,  who,  in  all  things 
requisite  for  edification,  had  the  immediate  direction 
and  guidance  of  the  unerring  spirit  of  God,  and  so  was 
infallible,  we  need  not  go  to  Rome  for  an  infallible 
guide,  every  pountry  has  one  in  their  magistrate.  If 
you  apply  these  words  to  the  magistrate  in  another  sense, 
than  what  St.  Paul  spoke  them  in  of  himself,  sober  men 
will  be  apt  to  think,  you  have  a  great  care  to  insinuate 
IQto  others  a  high  veneration  for  the  magistrate ;  but 
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that  you  yourself  have  no  over-great  reverence  for  the 
scripture,  which  you  thus  use ;  nor  for  truth,  which  you 
thus  defend. 

To  deny  the  magistrate  to  have  a  power  to  compel 
men  to  his  religion ;  but  yet  to  say  the  magistrate  has  a 
power,  and  is  bound  to  punish  men  to  make  them  con- 
sider, till  they  cease  to  reject  the  true  religion ;  of  which 
true  religion  he  must  be  judge,  or  else  nothing  can  be 
done  in  discharge  of  this  his  duty ;  is  so  like  going 
round  about  to  come  to  the  same  place,  that  it  will  al- 
ways be  a  circle  in  mine  and  other  people's  imagination, 
and  not  only  there,  but  in  your  hypothesis. 

All  that  you  say  turns  upon  the  truth  or  falsehood  of 
this  proposition :  '^  That  whoever  punishes  any  one  in 
**  matters  of  religion  to  make  him  consider,  takes  upon 
^'  him  to  be  judge  for  another  what  is  right  in  mat- 
**  ters  of  religion.'*  This  you  think  plainly  involves 
a  contradiction  ;  and  so  it  would  if  these  general  terms 
had  in  your  use  of  them  their  ordinary  and  usual  mean- 
ing. But,  Sir,  be  but  pleased  to  take  along  with  you, 
that  whoever  punishes  any  man  your  way  in  matters  of 
religion,  to  make  him  consider,  as  you  use  the  word 
consider,  takes  upon  him  to  be  judge  for  another  what 
is  right  in  matters  of  religion  :  and  you  will  find  it  so 
far  from  a  contradiction,  that  it  is  a  plain  tcuth.  For 
your  way  of  punishing  is  a  peculiar  way,  and  is  this : 
that  the  magistrate,  where  the  national  religion  is  the 
true  religion,  should  punish  those  who  dissent  from  it, 
to  make  them  consider  as  they  ought,  i.  e.  till  they  cease 
to  reject,  or,  in  other  words,  till  they  conform  to  it. 
If  therefore  he  punishes  none  but  those  who  dissent  from, 
and  punishes  them  tiU  they  conform  to  that  which  he 
judges  the  true  religion,  does  he  not  take  on  him  to 
judge  for  them  what  is  the  true  religion  ? 

It  is  true  indeed  what  you  say,  there  is  no  other  rea^ 
son  to  punish  another  to  make  him  consider,  but  that 
he  should  judge  for  himself:  and  this  will  always  hold 
true  amongst  those  who,  when  they  speak  of  consider* 
ing,  mean  considering,  and  nothing  else.  But  then 
these  things  will  follow  irom  thence;  1*  That  in  in- 
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fiicting  of  pfenaltiefl  to  make  men  consider^  the  magis^ 
trate  of  a  country^  where  the  national  religion  is  fmse, 
no  more  misapplies  his  power,  than  he  whose  religion  is 
true;  for  otie  has  as  much  right  to  punish  the  negli- 
gent to  make  them  consider,  study,  and  examine  mat- 
ters of  religion,  as  the  other.  2.  If  the  magistrate  pu« 
liishes  men  in  matters  of  religion,  truly  to  make  them 
consider,  he  will  punish  all  that  do  not  consider,  whe- 
ther conformists  or  non-conformists.  S.  If  the  magis- 
trate punishes  in  matters  of  religion  to  make  men  con- 
sider, it  is,  as  you  say,  ''  to  make  men  judge  for  them- 
*^  selves :  for  there  is  no  use  of  considering,  but  in  or- 
**  der  to  judging/'  But  then  when  a  man  has  judged 
for  himself,  the  penalties  for  not  considering  are  to  be 
taken  off:  for  else  your  saying  **  that  a  man  is  punished 
"  to  make  him  consider,  that  he  may  judge  for  him- 
*<  self,"  is  plain  mockery.  So  that  either  you  must  re- 
form your  scheme,  or  allow  this  proposition  to  be  truci 
viz.  •*  Whoever  punishes  any  man  in  matters  of  reli- 
gion, to  make  him  in  your  sense  consider,  takes  upon 
him  to  judge  for  another  what  is  right  in  matters  of 
♦*  religion  ;**  and  with  it  the  conclusion,  viz.  "  There- 
'^  fore  whoever  punishes  any  one  in  matters  of  religion, 
**  to  make  him  consider,  takes  upon  him  to  do  what 
'*  no  man  can  do,  and  consequently  misapplies  his 
♦*  power  of  punishing,  if  he  has  that  power.  Which 
'<  conclusion,  you  say,  you  should  readily  admit  as  suf* 
*^  fidently  demonstrated,  if  the  proposition  before-meti- 
**  tioned  were  true." 

But  further,  if  it  could  enter  into  the  head  of  any 
law-maker  but  you  to  punish  men  for  the  omission  of, 
or  to  make  them  perform  any  internal  act  of  the  mind, 
such  as  is  consideration ;  whoever  in  matters  of  reli- 
gion would  lay  an  injunction  on  men  to  make  them 
consider,  could  not  do  it  without  judging  for  them  in 
matters  of  religion ;  unless  they  had  no  religion  at  all, 
and  then  they  come  not  within  our  author's  toleration ; 
which  is  a  toleration  only  of  men  of  different  religions, 
or  of  different  opinions  in  religion ;  for  supposing  you 
the  magistrate  with  full  power,  and,  as  you  ima^nedi 
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light  of  punishing  any  one  in  matters  of  reUgidti,  ho«r 
could  you  possibly  punish  any  one  to  make  him  consi>* 
der»  without  judging  for  him  what  is  right  in  matters 
of  religion  ?  I  will  suppose  myself  brought  before  your 
worship,  under  what  character  you  please,  and  then  I 
desire  to  know  what  one  or  more  questions  you  would 
ask  me,  upon  my  answer  to  which  you  could  judge  me 
fit  to  be  punished  to  make  me  consider,  without  taking 
upon  you  to  judge  for  me  what  is  right  in  matters  m 
religion  ?  For  I  conclude  from  the  fashion  of  my  coat, 
or  the  colour  of  my  eyes,  you  would  not  judge  that  I 
ought  to  be  punished  in  matters  of  religion  to  make  me 
consider.  If  you  could,  I  should  allow  you  not  only  as 
capable^  but  much  more  capable  of  coactive  power  than 
other  men. 

But  since  you  could  not  judge  me  to  need  punish- 
ment in  matters  of  religion,  to  make  me  consider,  with- 
out knowing  my  thoughts  concerning  religion^  we  Will 
suppose  you,  being  of  the  church  of  England,  would 
examine  me  in  the  catechism  and  liturgy  of  that  church, 
which  possibly  I  could  neither  say  nor  answer  right  to. 
It  is  like,  upon  this,  you  would  judge  me  fit  to  be  pu- 
nished to  make  me  consider.  Wherein »  it  is  evident^, 
you  judged  for  me,  that  the  religion  of  the  church  of 
England  was  right;  for  without  that  judgment  of  yours 
you  would  not  have  punished  me.  We  will  suppose  you 
to  go  yet  further,  and  examine  me  concemitig  the  gos- 
pel, and  truth  of  the  principles  of  the  christian  reli- 
gion, and  you  will  find  me  answer  therein  not  to  your 
liking :  here  again  no  doubt  you  will  punish  me  to  make 
me  consider ;  but  is  it  not  because  you  judge  for  me, 
that  the  christian  religion  is  the  right  ?  Go  on  thus  as 
far  as  you  will,  and  till  you  find  I  had  no  religion  at 
all,  you  could  not  punish  me  to  make  me  consider, 
without  taking  upon  you  to  judge  for  me  what  is  right 
in  matters  of  religion. 

To  punish  without  a  fault  is  injustice :  and  to  punish 
a  man  without  judging  him  guilty  of  that  fiiult,  is  also 
injustice ;  and  to  punish  a  man  who  has  any  religion  to 
make  him  consider,  or,  which  is  the  same  thing,  for 
not  having  sufficiently  considered ;  is  no  more  nor  less. 


188  A  Third  Letter  for  Toleration. 

but  punishing  him  for  not  being  of  the  religion  you 
think  best  for  him ;  that  is  the  fault,  and  that  is  the 
fault  you  judge  him  guilty  of,  call  it  considering  as  you 
please :  for  let  him  fall  into  the  hands  of  a  magistrate  of 
whose  religion  he  is^  he  judgeth  him  to  have  considered 
suflSciently.  From  whence  it  is  plain,  it  is  religion  is 
judged  of,  and  not  consideration,  or  want  of  considera- 
tion. And  it  is  in  vain  to  pretend  that  he  is  punished 
to  make  him  judge  for  himself;  for  he  that  is  of  any 
religion,  has  already  judged  for  himself;  and  if  you  pu- 
nish him  after  that,  under  pretence  to  make  him  con- 
sider that  he  may  judge  for  himself;  it  Ls  plain  you  pu- 
nish him  to  make  hini  judge  otherwise  than  he  has  al- 
ready judged,  and  to  judge  as  you  have  judged  for  him. 
Your  next  paragraph  complains  of  my  not  having 
contradicted  the  following  words  of  yours,  which  I  had 
cited  out  of  your  A.  p.  26,  which  that  the  reader  may 
judge  of,  I  shall  here  set  down  again :  **  And  all  the 
**  hurt  that  comes  to  them  by  it,  is  only  the  suffering 
some  tolerable  inconveniences,  for  their  following 
the  light  of  their  own  reason,  and  the  dictates  of 
their  own  consciences :  which  certainly  is  no  such 
*^  mischief  to  mankind,  as  to  make  it  more  eligible, 
that  there  should  be  no  such  power  vested  in  the  ma- 
gistrate; but  the  care  of  every  man*s  soul  should  be 
**  left  to  him  alone,  (as  this  author  demands  it  should 
''  be  :)  that  is,  that  every  man  should  be  suffered  quietly, 
'^  and  without  the  least  molestation,  either  to  take  no 
**  care  at  all  of  his  soul,  if  he  be  so  pleased;  or,  in 
*^  doing  it,  to  follow  his  own  groundless  prejudices, 
or  unaccountable  humour,  or  any  crafty  seducer, 
whom  he  may  think  fit  to  take  for  his  guide.*"  To 
which  I  shall  here  subjoin  my  answer  and  your  reply : 
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L.  11.  p.  482.  L.  III.  p.  76.  "  Which  words  you 

Why  should  not  **  set  down  at  large ;  but  instead  of 

**  the  care  of  eve-  **  contradicting  them,  or  offering  to 

*^  ry  man*s  soul  be  '^  show  that  the  mischief  spoken  of, 

^^  left  to  himself,  ^^  is  such  as  makes  it  more  eligible, 

**  rather  than  the  "  &c.  you    only   demand,''    Why 

f*  magistrate  ?  Is  should  not  the  care  of  every  man*$ 
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the  magistrate 
like  to  be  more 
concerned  for 
it  ?  Is  the  ma* 
gistrate  like  to 
take  more  care 
of  it?  Is  the  ma- 
gistrate com- 
monlj  more 
careful  of  his 
own  than  other 
men  are  of 
theirs  ?  Will 
you  say  the 
magistrate  is 
less  exposed,  in 
matters  of  reli- 
gion, to  preju- 
dices, humours, 
and  crafty  se- 
ducers, than  0- 
ther  men  ?  If 
you  cannot  lay 
your  hand  on 
your  heart,  and 
say  all  this,  what 
then  will  be  got 
by  the  change  ? 
And  why  may 
not  the  care 
of  every  man's 
soul  be  left  to 
himself?  Espe- 
cially, if  a  man 
be  in  so  much 
danger  to  miss 
the  truth,  who  is 
suffered  quiet- 
ly, and  without 
ttie  least  moles- 
tation, either  to 


tt 


tt 


tt 


tt 


tt 


tt 


tt 


tt 


189 

soul  be  left  to  himself,  rather  than 
the  magistrate?  Is  the  magistratelike 
to  be  more  concerned  for  it  ?  Is  the 
magistrate  like  to  take  more  care  of 
it  ?  &c.  **  As  if  not  to  leave  the  care 
of  every  man's  soul  to  himself 
alone,  were,  as  you  express  it  af- 
*^  terwards,  to  take  the  care  of  men's 
^^  souls  from  themselves :  or  as  if  to 
vest  a  power  in  the  magistrate,  to 
procure  as  much  as  in  him  lies 
{i.  e.  as  far  as  it  can  be  procured 
by  convenient  penalties)  that  men 
take  such  care  of  their  souls  as  they 
ought  to  do,  were  to  leave  the 
"  care  of  their  souls  *•'  to  the  magi- 
"  strate  rather  than  to  themselves :" 
**  Which  no  man  but  yourself  will 
imagine.  I  acknowledge  as  freely 
as  you  can  do,  that  as  every  man 
is  more  concerned  than  any  man 
**  else  can  be,  so  he  is  likewise  more 
**  obliged  to  take  care  of  his  soul ; 
**  and  that  no  man  can  by  any  means 
be  discharged  of  the  care  of  his 
soul;  which,  when  all  is  done, 
will  never  be  saved  but  by  his  own 
**  care  of  it.  But  do  I  contradict 
any  thing  of  this,  when  I  say,  that 
the  care  of  every  man's  soul  ought 
not  to  be  left  to  himself  alone?  Or, 
that  it  is  the  interest  of  mankind, 
that  the  magistrate  be  entrusted 
and  obliged  to  take  care,  as  far  as 
lies  in  him,  that  no  man  neglect 
his  own  soul  ?  I  thought,  I  con- 
fess, that  every  man  was  in  some 
soit  charged  with  the  care  of  his 
neighbour's  soul.  But,  in  your 
way  of  reasoning,  he  that  affirms 
this,  takes  away  the  care  of  every 
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<<  take  no  care  of 
<'  his  soul,  if  he 
'<  be  so  pleased) 
*'  pr  to  follow  his 
owo  pr^udi* 
ces,"  &c  For  ** 
"  if  want  of  ino- 
<*  les^ation  be  the 
*^  dangerous  state 
*'  wherein  men 
**  are  likeliest  to 
<<  miss  the  right 
**  way,  it  must  be 
**  confessed,  that, 
<<  of  all  ipen,  the 
*^  magistrate  i^ 
^^  most  in  danger 
<^  to  be  in  the 
**  wrong ;  and  so 
**  the  unfittest)  if 
**  you  take  the 
'*  care  of  men*s 
**  soul  from 

<<  themselves,  of 
**  all  men,  to  be 
**  intrusted  with 
"  it.  For  he  ne- 
**  ver  meets  with 
that  great  and 
only  antidote  of 
yours  against 
«  errqur,  which 
^^  you  here  call 
**  molestation,  ^e 
"  never  has  the 
**  benefit  of  your 
"  sovereigi)  re- 
**  medy,  punish- 
*'  ment,  to  make 
*^  him  consider; 
which  you  think 


«( 


man's  soul  from  himself,  and  leaves 
it  to  his  neighbour  rather  than  to 
himself.  But  if  this  be  plainly  ab« 
surd,  as  every  one  sees  it  is,  then 
so  it  must  be  likewise  to  sayt  that 
he  that  vests  such  a  power  as  we 
here  speak  of  in  the  magistrate^ 
takes  away  the  care  of  men's  soula 
from  themselves,  and  places  it  in 
the  magistrate,  rather  than  in 
themselves." 

^' '  What  trifling  then  is  it  to  say 
here/'  If  you   cannot  lay  your 
band  upon  your  heart,  and  say  aU 
this,  viz.  that  the  magistrate  is  like 
to  be  more  concerned  for  other  men'a 
souls  than  themselves,  &c.     What 
then  will  be  got  by  the  change? 
!l^or  it  is  plain,  here  is  no  such 
change  as  you  would  insinuate  s 
but  the  care  of  souls  which  I  assert 
to  the  magistrate,  is  so  far  from 
discharging  any  man  of  the  care  of 
his  own  soul,  or  lessening  his  obli- 
gation to  it,  that  it  serves  to  no 
other  purpose  in  the  world,  but  to 
bring  men,  who  otherwise  would 
not,  to  consider  and  do  what  the 
interest  of  their  souls  obliges  them 
to. 

^^  It  is  therefore  manifest,  that  the 
thing  here  to  be  considered,is  not, 
whether  ^he  magistrate  be"  like  to 
be  more  concerned  for  other  men's 
souls,  or  to  take  more  care  of  them 
than  themselves:  nor,  whether  he  be 
commonly  more  careful  of  his  own 
soul,  than  other  men  are  of  theirs : 
nor,  whether  he  be  less  exposed,  in 
matters  of  religion,  to  pr^udices, 
humours,  and  crafty  seducers,  than 


it 


€( 


(C 


it 


« 


(f 


« 


<c 


€i 


« 


€( 


(4 


it 


4  Third  Letter  for  fokratm.  181 

^  so  fifioessaiy,  other  mem :  nor  yet,  wheUier  he  be 
'*  that  you  look  not  more  in  danger  to  be  in  the 
^*  oti  it  as  a  most  wrongthan  otbernieni  inregard  that 
^  dangerous  state  )ie  never  meets  with  that  great  and 
*^  for  men  to  be  only  antidote  of  mine  (as  you  call  it) 
**  without  it;  and  against  errour,  which  I  here  call  mo« 
^  therefore  tell  testation.  ^*  But  the  point  upon 
**  us/'  It  is  every  ^<  which  this  matter  turns,  is  only 
^  man*s  true  in-  **  this,  whetherthe  salvation  of  souls 
^  terest,  not  to  be  <^  be  not  better  provided  for,  if  the 
^^  left  wholly  to  *^  magistrate  be  obliged  to  procure, 
^  himself  in  mat*  '^  as  much  as  in  him  lies,  that  every 
**  ters  of  religi-  ^^  man  take  such  care  as  he  ought  of 
^*  on."  *^  his8oul,thanifhebenot80obliged, 

'^  but  the  care  of  every  man's  soul  be 
**  left  to  himself  alone  ?  which  certainly  any  man  of 
common  sense  may  easily  determine.  For  as  you 
will  not,  I  suppose,  deny  but  God  has  more  amply 
provided  for  the  salvation  of  your  own  soul,  by  oblig- 
ing your  neighbour,  as  well  as  yourself,  to  take  cars 
of  it ;  though  it  is  possible  your  neighbour  may  not 
^'  be  more  concerned  for  it  than  yourself :  or  may  not 
«<  be  more  careful  of  his  own  soul,  than  you  are  of 
yours ;  or  may  be  no  less  exposed,  in  matters  of  re- 
ligion, to  pi*ejudioes,  &c.  than  you  are;  because  if 
you  are  yourself  wanting  to  your  own  soul,  it  is  more 
^^  likely  that  ypu  will  be  brought  to  take  care  of  it,  if 
**  your  neighbour  be  obliged  to  admonish  and  exhort 
<<  you  to  it,  than  if  he  be  not ;  though  it  may  fall  out 
*^  that  he  will  not  do  what  he  is  obliged  to  do  in  that 
**  case.  So  I  think  it  cannot  be  denied,  but  the  salva- 
^'  tion  of  all  men*s  souls  is  better  provided  for,  if  be- 
sides the  obligation  which  every  man  has  to  take  care 
ei  his  own  soul  (and  that  which  every  man's  neigh* 
<*  hour  has  likewise  to  do  it)  the  magistrate  also  be  in- 
^'  trusted  and  obliged  to  see  that  no  man  neglect  his  soul ; 
**  than  it  would  be,  if  every  man  were  left  to  himself 
^*  in  this  matter ;  because  though  we  should  admit  that 
the  magistrate  is  not  like  to  be,  or  is  not  ordinarily 
mofe  concerned  for  other  men's  souls,  than  they  them- 
^  selves  are,  lie,  it  is  nevertheless  undeniably  true  still, 
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that  whoever  neglects  his  soul»  is  more' likely  to  be 
brought  to  take  care  of  it,  if  the  magistrate  be  oblig- 
ed to  dg  what  lies  in  him  to  bring  him  to  do  it,  than 
*^  if  he  be  not.  Which  is  enough  to  show,  that  it  is 
"  every  man's  true  interest,  that  the  care  of  his  soul 
**  should  not  be  left  to  himself  alone,  but  that  the  ma- 
**  gistrate  should  be  so  far  intrusted  with  it  as  I  con- 
"  tend  that  he  is." 

Your  complaint  of  my  not  having  formally  contra- 
dicted the  words  above  cited  out  of  A.  p.  26.  looking 
as  if  there  were  some  weighty  ai^ument  in  them :  I  must 
inform  my  reader,  that  they  are  subjoined  to  those,  where- 
in you  recommend  the  use  of  force  in  matters  of  reli- 
gion, by  the  gain  those  that  are  punished  shall  make 
by  it,  though  it  be  misapplied  by  the  magistrate  to 
bring  them  to  a  wrong  religion.  So  that  these  words 
of  yours,  ^*  all  the  hurt  that  comes  to  them  by  it,"  is 
all  the  hurt  that  comes  to  men  by  a  misapplication  of 
the  magistrate's  power,  who  being  of  a  false  religion, 
he  uses  force  to  bring  men  to  it.  And  then  your  pro- 
position stands  thus,  **  That  the  suffering  what  you  call 
**  tolerable  inconveniences  for  their  following  the  light 
**  of  their  own  reasons,  and  the  dictates  of  their  own 

consciences,  is  no  such  mischief  to  mankind  as  to 

make  it  more  eligible,  that  there  should  be  no  power 
"  vested  in  the  magistrate  *'  to  use  force  to  bring  men 
to  the  true  religion,  though  the  magistrates  misapply 
this  power,  i.  e.  use  it  to  bring  men  to  their  own  reli- 
gion when  false. 

This  is  the  sum  of  what  you  say,  if  it  has  any  cohe- 
rent meaning  in  it :  for  it  being  to  show  the  usefulness 
of  such  a  power  vested  in  the  magistrate,  under  the  mis- 
carriages and  misapplications  it  is  in  common  practice 
observed  to  be  liable  to ;  can  have  no  other  sense.  But 
I  having  proved,  that  if  such  a  power  be  by  the  law  of 
nature  vested  in  the  magistrate,  every  magistrate  is 
obliged  to  use  it  for  the  promoting  of  his  religion  as  far 
as  he  believes  it  to  be  true,  shall  not  much  trouble  my- 
self, if  like  a  man  of  art  you  should  use  your  skill  to 
give  it  another  sense :  for  such  is  your  natural  talent,  or 
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grent  Motion,  that  yqii  lov^  tp  speak  indeffnttely,  f|q{|, 
99  seldom  ^  may  t>^,  leave  yourself  accountably  fpr  i^ny 
propositions  of  a  clear  determined  sense;  but  under 

words  of  doubtful  but  ^eepiing  plausible  significafipn, 

conceal  a  meaning,  which  plainly  expressed  would,  at 
first  sight,  appear  to  pontradict  yoqr  owp  positions^  pr 
comaiop  3cnse  ?  instances  whereof,  more  than  on/e^  we 
have  here  in  this  sentence  of  yours.  For,  1,  The  words 
tolerable  ipconveniencies  osfifvy  a  very  fair  shoiy  of  spin^ 
Tfery  slight  matter ;  and  yet,  when  we  cpme  to  ei^amine 
tbenif  may  comprehend  any  of  those  severities  lately 
used  in  France ;  for  these  tolerable  inconvepiencii^s  afp 
the  same  you  in  this  very  page  and  elsewhere  call  con- 
venient penalties.  Convenient  for  what  ?  Jn  this  very 
place  they  must  be  such,  as  may  keep  men  **  from  fol- 
^^  lowing  their  own  groundless  prejudices,  upaccouj^t- 
^'  able  humours,  and  crafty  seducers."  And  yop  tell 
us,  the  magistrate  may  require  n|en  ''  under  convenieni; 
^  penalties  to  forsake  their  false  religions,  and  embrace 
^  the  true."  Who  now  must  be  judge,  in  these  cases, 
what  are  convenient  penalties  ?  Common  sensp  will  t^|l 
lis,  the  magistrate  that  pses  them :  but  besides,  wc  havp 
your  word  for  it,  that  tbe  mj?gistrate*s  prudence  and 
experience  enable  him  to  judge  best  wh^  penalties  do 
agi^ee  with  your  rule  of  moderation.  Which,  ps  I  havp 
shown,  is  no  rule  at  all.  So  that  at  last  your  tolerable 
incpnveniencies  are  spch  as  the  magistrate  shaU  jijdgp 
convenient  to  oppose  to  men^s  prejudices,  humoifrs,  and 
to  seducers ;  such  as  he  shall  think  ponvenient  to  bring 
men  from  tlifsir  false  religions,  or  to  punish  their  reject^ 
ingthe  true  ;  which,  whether  they  will  not  reach  men's 
states  and  liberties,  or  go  as  far  as  any  tbe  king  pf 
France  has  used,  is  more  than  you  can  be  security  for. 
2.  Another  set  of  good  words  we  have  here,  which  at 
first  hearing  are  apt  to  engage  men's  concern,  as  if  too 
much  could  pot  he  done  to  recover  men  from  so  pe- 
rilous a  state  as  they  seem  to  describe ;  and  those  ar/e 
**  men  following  their  own  groundless  prejudice^,  UH' 
"  accountable  humours,  or  crafty  seducers."  Are  pot 
these  expressions  to  set  forth  a  deplorable  condition,  pnd 
VOL.  V.  o 
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to  move  pity  in  all  that  hear  them  ?  Enough  to  make 
the  unattentive  reader  ready  to  cry  out,  help  for  the 
Lord's  sake !  do  any  thing  rather  than  suffer  such  poor 
prejudiced  seduced  people  to  be  eternally  lost !  Where 
he  that  examines  what  persons  theis^  words  can  in  your 
scheme  describe,  will  find  they  are  only  such  as  any- 
where dissent  from  those  articles  of  faith,  and  ceremo- 
nies of  outward  worship,  which  the  magistrate,  or  at 
least  you  his  director,  approve  of;  for  whilst  you  talk 
thus  of  the  true  religion  in  general,  and  that  so  general, 
that  you  cannot  allow  yourself  to  descend  so  near  to  par- 
ticulars, as  to  recommend  the  searching  and  study  of 
the  scriptures  to  find  it ;  and  that  the  power  in  the  ma- 
gistrate's hands  to  use  force  is  to  bring  men  to  the  true 
religion  ;  I  ask,  whether  you  do  not  think,  either  he  or 
you  must  be  judge,  which  is  the  true  religion,  before  he 
can  exercise  that  power  ?  and  then  he  must  use  his  force 
upon  all  those  who  dissent  from  it,  who  are  then  the 
prejudiced,  humoursome,  and  seduced,  you  here  speak 
of.  Unless  this  be  so,  and  the  magistrate  be  judge,  I 
ask,  who  shall  resolve  which  is  the  prejudiced  person, 
the  prince  with  his  politics,  or  he  that  suffers  for  his 
religion  ?  Which  the  more  dangerous  seducer,  Lewis 
XIV.  with  his  dragoons^  or  Mr.  Claud  with  his  ser- 
mons ?  It  will  be  no  small  difficulty  to  find  out  the  per- 
sons who  are  guilty  of  following  groundless  prejudices, 
unaccountable  humours,  or  crafty  seducers,  unless  in 
those  places  where  you  shall  be  graciously  pleased  to 
decide  the  question  ;  and  out  of  the  plenitude  of  your 
power  and  infallibility  to  declare  which  of  the  civil  so- 
vereigns now  in  being  do,  and  which  do  not,  espouse 
the  one  only  true  religion ;  and  then  we  shall  certainly 
know  that  those  who  dissent  from  the  religion  of  those 
magistrates,  are  these  prejudiced,  humoursome,  seduced 
persons. 

But  truly  as  you  put  it  here,  you  leave  the  matter 
very  perplexed,  when  you   defend  the  eligibleness  of 
vesting  a  power  in  the  magLstrate's  hands,  to  remedy 
by  penalties  men's  following  their  own  groundless  pre- 
judices^ unaccountable  humours,  and  crafty  seducers; 
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when  in  the  same  sentence  you  suppose  the  magistrate, 
who  is  vested  with  this  power,  may  inflict  those  penal- 
ties on  men,  *^  for  their  following  the  light  of  their  own 
^  reason,  and  the  dictates  of  their  own  consciences ;  ^ 
which  when  you  have  considered,  perhaps  you  will  not 
think  my  answer  so  wholly  beside  the  matter,  though  it 
showed  you  but  that  one  absurdity,  without  a  formal 
contradiction  to  so  loose  and  undetermined  a  proposi* 
tion,  that  it  required  more  pains  to  unravel  the  sense  of 
what  was  covered  under  deceitful  expressions,  than  the 
weight  of  the  matter  contained  in  them  was  worth. 

For  besides  what  is  already  said  to  it :  how  is  it  pos- 
sible for  any  one,  who  had  the  greatest  mind  in  the 
world  to  contradiction,  to  deny  it  to  be  more  eligible 
that  such  a  power  should  be  vested  in  the  magistrate^  till 
he  knows  to  whom  you  affirm  it  to  be  more  eligible  ? 
Is  it  more  eligible  to  those  who  suffer  by  it,  for  follow- 
ing the  light  of  their  own  reason,  and  the  dictates  of 
their  own  consciences  ?  for  these  you  know  are  gainers 
by  it,  for  they  know  better  than  they  did  before  where 
the  truth  does  lie.  Is  it  more  eligible  to  those  who 
have  no  other  thoughts  of  religion,  but  to  be  of  that  of 
their  country  without  any  farther  examination  ?  Or  is 
it  more  eligible  to  those  who  think  it  their  duty  to  exa- 
mine matters  of  religion,  and  to  follow  that  which  upon 
examination  appears  to  them  the  truth  ?  The  former  of 
these  two  make,  I  think,  the  greater  part  of  mankind, 
though  the  latter  be  the  I)etter  advised  :  but  upon  what 
grounds  it  should  be  more  eligible  to  either  of  them, 
that  the  magistrate  should,  than  that  he  should  not, 
have  a  power  vested  in  him,  to  use  force  to  bring  men 
to  the  true  religion,  when  it  cannot  be  employed  but  to 
ibring  men  to  that  which  he  thinks  the  true,  f .  e.  to  his 
own  religion  ;  is  not  easy  to  guess.  Or  is  it  more  eli- 
gible to  the  priests  and  ministers  of  national  religions 
every-where,  that  the  magistrate  should  be  vested  with 
this  power  ?  who  being  sure  to  be  orthodox,  will  have 
right  to  claim  the  assistance  of  the  magistrate's  power 
to  bring  those  whom  their  arguments  cannot  prevail  on 
to  embrace  their  true  religion,  and  to  worship  God  in 
decent  ways  prescribed  by  those  to  whom  God  has  left 
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the  ordering  of  such  matters.  Or  last  of  all,  is  it  moM 
eligible  to  all  mankind  ?  And  are  the  magistrates  of  the 
world  so  careful  or  so  lucky  in  the  choice  of  their  reli- 
gion, that  it  would  be  an  advantage  to  mankind,  that 
they  should  have  a  right  to  do  what  in  them  lies,  i.  e. 
to  use  all  the  force  they  have,  if  they  think  convenient^ 
to  bring  men  to  the  religion  they  think  true  ?  When 
you  have  told  us  to  which  of  these,  or  what  other,  it  is 
more  eligible ;  I  suppose  the  reader  will,  without  my 
contradicting  it,  see  how  little  truth  there  is  in  it,  or 
how  little  to  your  purpose. 

If  you  will  pardon  me  for  not  having  contradicted 
that  passage  of  yours  we  have  been  considering,  I  will 
endeavour  to  make  you  amends  in  what  you  say  in  re* 
ply  to  my  answer  to  it,  and  tell  you,  that,  notwith* 
standing  all  you  say  to  the  contrary,  such  a  power  as 
you  would  have  to  be  vested  in  the  magistrate,  takes 
away  the  care  of  men's  souls  from  themselves,  and 
places  it  in  the  magistrate  rather  than  in  themselves ; 
for  if  when  men  have  examined,  and  upon  examination 
embrace  what  appears  to  them  the  true  i*eligion,  the  ma- 
gistrate has  a  right  to  treat  them  as  misled  by  prejudice, 
humour,  or  seducers ;  if  he  may  use  what  force,  and 
inflict  what  punishments,  he  shall  think  convenient  till 
they  conform  to  the  religion  the  magistrate  judges  the 
true ;  I  think  you  will  scarce  deny,  but  that  the  care  of 
their  souls  is  by  such  a  power  placed  rather  in  the  ma- 
gistrate than  in  themselves,  and  taken  as  much  from  them 
as  by  force  and  authority  it  can  be.  This,  whatever  you 
pretend,  is  the  power  which  your  system  places  in  the 
magistrate.  Nor  can  he  upon  your  principles  exercise 
it  otherwise,  as  I  imagine  I  have  showed. 

You  speak  here,  as  if  this  power,  which  you  would 
have  to  be  vested  in  the  magistrate,  did  not  at  all  dis« 
charge,  but  assist  the  care  every  one  has  or  ought  to 
have  of  his  own  soul.  I  grant,  were  the  power  you 
would  place  in  the  magistrate  such  as  every  man  has  to 
take  care  of  his  neighbour's  soul,  which  is  to  express 
itself  only  by  counsel,  arguments,  and  persuasion ;  it 
left  him  still  the  free  liberty  of  judging  for  himself;  and 
so  the  care  of  his  soul  remained  still  in  his  Qwn  hands. 
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But  if  men  be  persuaded,  that  the  wise  and  good  God 
has  vested  A  power  in  the  magistrate,  to  be  so  for  judge 
for  them,  what  is  the  true  religion,  as  to  punish  them  fo^ 
rejecting  the  religion  which  the  magistrate  thinks  the 
true,  when  offered  with  such  evidence  as  he  judges  suf- 
ficient to  convince  them ;  and  to  punish  them  on  till 
they  consider  so  as  to  embrace  it ;  what  remains  but 
that  they  render  themselves  to  the  care  and  conduct  of 
a  guide  that  God  in  his  goodness  has  appointed  them, 
who  having  authority  and  commission  from  God  to  be 
judge  for  them,  which  is  the  true  religion,  and  what  are 
argutnents  proper  and  sufficient  to  convince  any  one  of 
it ;  and  he  himself  bdng  convinced  of  it ;  why  should 
they  be  so  foolish,  as  io  suffer  punishments  in  opposi- 
tion to  a  power  which  is  in  the  right,  and  they  ought 
to  submit  to  ?  To  what  purpose  should  they,  under  the 
weight  of  penalties,  waste  time  and  pains  in  examining, 
since  whatever  they  should  judge  upon  examination, 
the  magistrate  judging  the  arguments  and  reasons  he 
offers  for  the  truth  of  his  religion  proper  and  sufficient 
to  convince  them,  they  must  still  lie  under  the  punish- 
ment the  magistrate  shall  think  convenient  till  they  do 
comply  ? 

Besides,  when  they  are  thus  punished  by  their  magi- 
strate for  not  conforming,  what  need  they  examine  ? 
Since  you  tell  them,  "  It  is  not  strictly  necessary  to  sal- 
vation, that  all  that  are  of  the  true  religion,  should 
understand  the  grounds  of  it/'  The  magistrate,  being 
of  the  one  only  true  religion,  knows  it  to  be  so ;  and  he 
knows  that  that  religion  was  tendered  to  them  with  suf- 
ficient evidence,  and  therefore  is  obliged  to  punish  them 
for  rejecting  it.  This  is  that  which  men  must  upon  your 
scheme  suppose ;  for  it  is  what  you  yourself  must  sup« 
pose,  before  the  magistrate  can  exercise  that  power  you 
contend  to  be  vested  in  him,  as  is  evident  to  any  one, 
who  will  put  your  system  together,  and  particularly 
weigh  what  you  say. 

when  therefore  men  are  put  into  such  a  state  as  this, 
that  the  magistrate  may  judge  what  is  the  true  religion ; 
the  magistrate  may  judge  what  is  sufficient  evidence  of 
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its  truth;  the  magistrate  may  be  judge  to  whom  it  is 
tendered  with  sufficient  evidence^  and  punish  them  that 
reject  it  so  proposed  with  such  penalties  as  he  also  shall 
judge  convenient ;  and  all  this  by  God's  appointment, 
and  an  authority  received  from  the  wise  and  benign 
Governor  of  all  things ;  I  ask,  whether  the  care  of 
men's  souls  is  not  taken  out  of  tlieir  own  hands,  and  put 
into  the  magistrate's  ?  Whether  in  such  a  state  they  caa 
or  will  think  there  is  any  need,  or  that  it  is  to  any  pur 
pose  for  them  to  examine  ?  And  whether  this  be  a  cure 
for  the  natural  aversion  that  is  in  men  to  consider  and 
weigh  matters  of  religion ;  and  the  way  to  force,  or  so 
much  as  encourage  them  to  examine  ? 

But,  say  you,  **  the  salvation  of  all  men's  soub  is 
better  provided  for,  if,  besides  the  obligation  that 
every  man  has  to  take  care  of  his  own  soul,  the  ma* 
gistrate  also  be  entrusted  and  obliged  to  see  that  no 
'^  man  neglect  his  own  soul,  than  it  would  be  if  every 
"  man  were  left  to  himself  in  that  matter."  What- 
ever ground  another  may  have  to  say  this,  you  can  have 
none :  You  who  give  so  good  reason  why  conformists, 
though  ever  so  ignorant  and  negligent  in  examining 
matters  of  religion,  cannot  yet  be  punished  to  make 
them  consider,  must  acknowledge  that  "  all  men's  sal- 
"  vation  is  not  the  better  provided  for  by  a  power  vested 
^^  in  the  magistrate,"  which  cannot  reach  the  far  greatest 
part  of  men,  which  are  every-where  the  conformists  to 
the  national  religion.  .You  that  plead  so  well  for  the  ma- 
gistrate's not  examining  whether  those  that  conform,  do 
it  upon  reason  and  conviction  ;  but  say  it  is  ordinarily 
presumable  they  do  so  ;  wherein  I  beseech  you  do  you 
put  this  care  of  men's  salvation  that  is  placed  in  the  ma- 
gistrate ?  even  in  bringing  them  to  outward  conformity 
to  the  national  religion,  and  there  leaving  them.  And 
are  the  souls  of  all  mankind  the  better  provided  for,  if 
the  magistrates  of  the  world  are  vested  with  a  power  to 
use  force  to  bring  men  to  an  outward  profession  of  what  . 
they  think  the  true  religion,  without  any  other  care  of 
their  salvation  ?  For  thither,  and  no  farther,  reaches 
their  y?p  of  fprce  in  yoyr  way  of  applying  it. 
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Give  me  leave  therefore  to  trifle  with  you  once  again, 
and  to  desire  you  to  lay  your  hand  upon  your  heart,  and 
tell  me  what  mankind  shall  gain  by  the  change  ?  For  I 
hope  by  this  time  it  is  not  so  much  a  paradox  to  you, 
that  if  the  magistrate  be  commissioned  by  God  to  take 
care  of  men's  souls,  in  your  way  it  tfJces  away  the 
care  of  men's  souls  from  themselves  in  all  those  who 
have  need  of  this  assistance  of  the  magistrate,  i.  e.  all 
those  who  neglect  to  consider,  and  are  averse  to  exami- 
nation. 

One  thing  more  give  me  leave  to  observe  to  you,  and 
that  is,  that  taking  care  of  men's  souls,  or  taking  care 
that  they  neglect  not  their  souls,  and  laying  penalties 
on  them  to  boring  them  in  outward  profession  to  the  na- 
tional religion,  are  two  very  different  things :  though 
in  this  place  and  elsewhere  you  confound  them,  and 
would  have  penal  laws,  requiring  church-conformity, 
pass  under  the  name  of  care  of  men's  souls ;  for  that  is 
the  utmost  your  way  of  applying  force  does  or  can  reach 
to ;  and  what  care  is  therein  taken  of  men's  souls,  may 
be  seen  by  the  lives  and  knowledge  dbservable  in  not  a 
few  conformists.  This  is  not  said  to  lay  any  blame  on 
conformity,  but  to  show  how  impro{)erly  you  speak, 
when  you  call  penal  laws  made  to  promote  conformity, 
and  force  used  to  bring  men  to  it,  a  care  of  men's  souls ; 
when  even  the  exactest  observers  and  most  zealous  ad* 
vancers  of  conformity  n^ay  be  as  irreligious,  ignorant, 
and  vicious,  as  any  other  men. 

in  the  .first  treatise  we  heard  not  a  syllable  of  any 
other  use  or  end  of  force  in  matters  of  religion,  but 
only  to  make  men  consider.  But  in  your  second,  be- 
ing forced  to  own  bare--faced  the  punishing  of  men  for 
theic  religion>  you  call  it,  "  a  vice  to  reject  the  true 
**  faith,  and  to  refuse  to  worship  God  in  decent  ways 
prescribed  by  those  to  whom  God  has  left  the  order- 
ing it ;  "  and  tell  us,  that  *'  it  is  a  fault  which  may 
justly  be  punished  by  the  magistrate,  not  to  be  of  the 
national  religion,  where  the  true  is  the  national  reli- 
*^  gion."  To  make  this  doctrine  of  persecution  seem 
limitedf  and  go  down  the  better,  Xo  jomv  telling  us  it 
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inilst  be  only  where  the  national  religion  ig  the  true,  atid 
that  the  penalties  must  be  moderate  and  convenient ; 
both  which  limitations  having  no  other  judge  but  the 
magistrate^  as  I  have  showed  elsewhere,  are  no  limita- 
tions at  all ;  you  in  words  add  a  third,  that  in  effect 
signifies  just  as  much  as  the  other  two ;  and  that  is, 
**  If  there  be  sufficient  means  of  instruction  provided 
**  for  all  for  instructing  them  in  the  truth  of  it ; "  of 
which  provision  the  magistrate  also  being  to  be  judge, 
your  limitations  leave  him  as  free  to  punish  all  dissenters 
fVom  his  own  i-eligion»  as  any  persecutor  can  wish :  for 
what  he  will  think  sufficient  means  of  instruction,  it 
will  be  hard  for  you  to  say. 

In  the  mean  time^  as  far  as  may  be  gathered  fh)m 
what  you  say  in  another  place,  we  will  examine  what 
you  think  sufficient  provision  for  instructing  men,  which 
you  have  expressed  in  these  words  :  ^*  For  if  the  magi- 
strate provides  sufficiently  for  the  instruction  of  all 
his  subjects  in  the  true  religion,  and  then  requires 
**  them  all  under  convenient  penalties  to  hearken  to 
**  the  teachers  and  ministers  of  it,  and  to  profess  and 
**  exercise  it  with  one  accord  under  their  direction  in 
**  public  assemblies.**— That  which  stumbles  one  at  the 
first  view  of  this  your  method  of  instruction,  is,  that 
yott  leave  it  uncertain,  whether  dissenters  must  first  be 
instructed,  and  then  profess ;  or  else  first  profess^  and 
then  be  instructed  in  the  national  religion.  This  you 
will  do  well  to  be  a  little  more  dear  in  the  next  time ; 
for  your  mentioning  no  instruction  but  in  public  assem- 
blies, and  perhaps  meaning  it  for  a  country  where  there 
is  little  other  pains  taken  with  dissenters  but  the  con- 
futation and  condemnation  of  them  in  assemblies,  where 
they  are  not ;  they  must  cease  to  be  dissenters  before 
they  can  partake  of  this  sufficient  means  of  instruc- 
tion. 

And  now  for  those  who  do  with  one  accord  put  them- 
selves under  the  direction  of  the  ministers  of  the  na- 
tional, and  hearken  to  these  teachers  of  the  true  reli- 
gion :  I  ask  whether  one«balf  of  those  whereof  most  of 
Uie  assemblies  are  made  vp^  do  or  can,  so  ignorant  as 
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they  are^  iinderstatid  whet  they  hear  from  the  pulpit  ? 
And  then  whether  if  a  man  did  understand,  what  ih 
many  assemblies  ordinarily  is  delivered  otiee  a  week  there 
for  his  instruction,  he  might  not  yet  at  threescore  years 
eiid  be  ifipiorant  of  the  grounds  and  principles  of  the 
christian  religion  ?    Your  having  so  often  in  your  letter 
mentioned  sufficient  provision  of  Instruction,  has  forced 
these  two  short  questions  from  me.     But  I  forbear  to 
tell  you  what  I  have  heard  very  sober  people,  even  of 
the  church  of  England,  say  upon  this  occasions  For 
you  have  warned  me  already,  that  it  shall  be  interpreted 
to  be  a  quarrel  to  the  clergy  in  general,  if  any  thing 
shall  be  taken  notice  of  in  any  of  them  worthy  to  be 
mended.     I  leave  it  to  those  whose  profession  it  is  to 
judge,  whether  divinity  be  a  science  wherein  men  may 
be  instructed  by  an  harangue  or  two  once  a  week,  upon 
any  subject  at  a  venture,  which  has  no  coherence  with 
that  which  preceded,  or  that  which  is  to  follow,  and  this 
made  to  people  that  are  ignorant  of  the  first  principles 
of  it,  and  are  not  capable  of  understanding  such  dis^' 
courses.     I  am  sure  he  that  should  think  this  a  suffi- 
cient means  of  instructing  people  in  any  other  science, 
would  at  the  end  of  seven  or  twenty  years  find  them  very 
little  advanced  in  it ;  and  bating  perhaps  some  terms 
and  phrases  belonging  to  it,  as  far  from  all  true  artd 
useful  knowledge  of  it  as  when  they  first  began.    Whe^- 
ther  it  be  so  in  matters  of  religion,  those  who  have  the 
opportunity  to  observe  must  judge ;  and  if  it  appear 
that  amongst  those  of  the  national  church  there  be  very 
many  so  ignorant,  that  there  is  nothing  more  frequent 
than  for  the  ministers  themselves  to  complain  of  it ;  it 
is  manifest  froni  those  of  the  national  church,  whatever 
may  be  concluded  frdm  dissenters^  that  the  means  of  in«> 
struction  provided  by  the  law  are  not  sufficient ;  unless 
that  be  sufficient  means  of  instruction^  which  men  of 
sufficient  capacity  for  other  things,    may  live  under 
many  years,  and  yet  know  very  little  by.     If  you  say  it 
is  for  want  of  consideration,  must  not  your  remedy  of 
force  be  used  to  bring  them  to  it  r  Or  how  will  the  ma^ 
gistrate  answer  for  it,  if  he  use  force  to  make  dissenters 
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consider,  and  let  those  of  his  own  church  perish  for  want 
of  it? 

This  bein^  all  one  can  well  understand  bj  your  suffi- 
cient means  of  instruction,  as  you  there  explain  it,  I  do 
not  see  but  men  who  have  no  aversion  to  be  instructed, 
may  yet  fail  of  it,  notwithstanding  such  a  provision. 
Perhaps,  by  "  exercising  the  true  i-eligion  with  one  ac- 
*'  cord,  under  the  direction  of  the  ministers  of  it  in 
<*  public  assemblies,"  you  mean  something  farther;  but 
that  not  being  an  ordinaiy  phrase,  will  need  your  expli- 
cation to  make  it  understood. 


CHAPTER  11. 

Of  the  magistrate's  commission  to  use  force  in  matters 

of  religion. 

Though  in  the  foregoing  chapter,  on  examining 
your  doctrine  concerning  the  magistrates  who  may  or 
who  may  not  use  force  in  matters  of  religion,  we  have 
in  several  places  happened  to  take  notice  of  the  com- 
mission whereby  you  authorise  magistrates  to  act; 
yet  we  shall  in  this  chapter  more  particularly  consider 
that  commission.  You  tell  us,  "  to  use  force  in  mat- 
**  ters  o^  religion,  is  a  duty  of  the  magistrate  as  old  as 
**  the  law  of  nature,  in  which  the  magistrate's  com- 
**  mission  lies :  for  the  scripture  does  not  properly  give 
<*  it  him,  but  supposes  it."  And  more  at  large  you 
give  us  an  account  of  the  magistrate's  commission  in 
these  words :  *^  It  is  true  indeed,  the  author  and  finisher 
**  of  our  faith  has  given  the  magistrate  no  new  power 
**  or  commission :  nor  was  there  any  need  that  he  should 
^  (if  himself  had  any  temporal  power  to  give  :)  for  he 
*^  found  him  already,  even  by  the  law  of  nature,  the 
^  minister  of  God  to  the  people  for  good,  and  bearing 
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**  the  sword  not  in  vain,  t.  e.  invested  with  coactive 
**  power,  and  obliged  to  use  it  for  all  the  good  pur- 
''  poses  which  it  might  serve,  and  for  which  it  should 
**  be  found  needful ;  even  for  the  restraining  of  false 
^  and  corrupt  religion :  as  Job  long  before  (perhaps 
"  before  any  of  the  scriptures  were  written)  acknow- 
*'  ledged,  when  he  said,  chap.  xxxi.  S6^  27)  28,  that 
**  the  worshipping  the  sun  or  the  moon,  was  an  ini* 
*'  quity  to  be  punished  by  the  judge.  But  though  our 
**  Saviour  has  given  the  magistrates  no  new  power,  yet 
**  being  king  of  kings,  he  expects  and  requires  that 
**  they  should  submit  themselves  to  his  sceptre,  and  use 
**  the  power'  which  always  belonged  to  them,  for  his 
**  service^  and  for  the  advancing  his  spiritual  kingdom 
'*  in  the  world.  And  even  that  charity  which  our  great 
**  master  so  earnestly  recommends,  and  so  strictly  re- 
'*  quires  of  all  his  disciples,  as  it  obliges  all  men  to 
**  seek  and  promote  the  good  of  others,  as  well  as  their 
^*  own,  especifdly  their  spiritual  and  eternal  good,  by 
**  such  means  as  their  several  places  and  relations  ena- 
**  ble  them  to  use ;  so  does  it  especially  oblige  the  ma- 
'^  gistrate,  to  do  it  as  a  magistrate,  i.  e.  by  that  power 
"  which  enables  him  to  do  it  above  the  rate  of  other  men. 

**  So  far  therefore  is  the  christian  magistrate,  when 
**  he  gives  his  helping  hand  to  the  furtherance  of  the 
**  gospel,  by  laying  convenient  penalties  upon  such  as 
'*  reject  it,  or  any  part  of  it,  from  using  any  other 
*'  means  for  the  salvation  of  men's  souls,  than  what  the 
"  author  and  finisher  of  our  faith  has  directed,  that  he 
^'  does  no  more  than  his  duty  to  God,  to  his  redeemer, 
*^  and  to  his  subjects,  I'equires  of  him. 

**  Christ,  you  say,  has  given  no  new  power  or  com- 
*^  mission  to  the  magistrate :  **  and  for  this  you  give  se- 
veral reasons.  1.  "  There  was  no  need  that  he  should.'* 
Yet  it  seems  strange  that  the  christian  magistrates  alone 
should  have  an  exercise  of  coactive  power  in  mattei*s 
of  religion,  and  yet  our  Saviour  should  say  nothing  of 
it,  but  leave  them  to  that  commission  which  was  com- 
mon to  them  with  all  other  magistrates.  The  christian 
religion  in  cases  of  less  moment  is  not  wanting  in  iu 
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rul^si  and  I  know  not  whether  jou  will  not  char^  the 
New  Testament  with  a  great  defecti  if  that  law  alone 
which  teaches  the  onlj  true  religion,  that  law  which  all 
magistrates  who  are  of  the  true  religion,  receive  and 
embrace,  should  saj  nothing  at  all  of  so  necessary  and 
important  a  duty  to  those  who  alone  are  in  a  capacity 
to  discharge  it,  but  leave  them  only  to  that  general  law 
of  nature,  which  others  who  are  not  qualified  to  use  this 
force  have  in  common  with  them. 

This  at  least  seems  needful,  if  a  new  commission  does 
liot,  that  the  christian  magistrates  should  have  beeh  in- 
structed what  degree  of  force  they  should  use,  and  been 
limited  to  your  moderate  penalties;  since  for  above 
these  twelve  hundred  years,  though  they  have  readily 
enough  found  out  your  commission  to  use  force,  they 
never  found  out  your  moderate  use  of  it,  which  is  that 
alone  which  you  assure  us  is  useflil  and  necessary. 

2.  You  say,  "  If  our  Saviour  had  any  temporal  power 
"  to  give  ;**  whereby  you  seem  to  give  this  as  a  reason 
why  he  gave  not  the  civil  magistrate  power  to  use  force 
in  matters  of  religion,  that  he  had  it  not  to  give.  You 
tell  us  in  the  same  paragraph,  that  '*  he  is  the  king  of 
''  kings;*'  and  he  tells  us  himself,  ^*  That  all  power  is 
*'  given  unto  him  in  heaven  and  in  earth,"  Mat.  xxviii. 
18.  So  that  he  could  have  given  what  power,  to  whom, 
and  to  what  purpose  he  had  pleased  :  and  concerning 
this  there  needs  no  if. 

H.  **  For  he  found  him  already  by  the  law  of  nature 
^  invested  with  coactive  power,  and  obliged  to  use  it 
"  fbr  all  the  good  purposes  which  it  might  serve,  and 
*'  for  which  it  should  be  found  needful."  He  found 
also  fathers,  husbands,  masters,  invested  with  their  dis- 
tinct powers  by  the  same  law,  and  under  the  same  ob- 
ligation ;  and  yet  he  thought  it  needful  to  prescribe  to 
them  in  the  use  of  those  powers.  But  there  was  no 
need  he  should  do  so  to  the  civil  magistrates  in  the  use 
of  their  power  in  matters  of  religion ;  because,  though 
fathers,  husbands,  masters,  were  liable  to  excess  in  the 
use  of  theirs,  yet  christian  magistrates  were  not,  as  ap- 
pears by  their  having  always  kept  to  those  moderate 
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Qieasurei,  which  you  assure  us  to  be  the  only  necessary 
and  useAil. 

And  what  at  last  is  their  commission  ?  ^^  Even  that  of 
^  diarity,  which  obliges  all  men  to  seek  and  promote 
*'  the  good  of  others,  especially  their  spiritual  and  eter- 
^  nal  good,  by  such  means  as  their  several  places  and 
'^  relations  enable  them  to  use,  especially  magistrates  as 
**  magistrates/'^  This  duty  of  charity  is  well  discharged 
by  the  magistrate  as  magistrate,  is  it  not  ?  in  bringing 
men  to  an  outward  profession  of  any,  even  of  the  true 
religion,  and  leaving  them  there  ?  But,  Sir,  I  ask  you 
who  must  be  judge,  what  is  for  the  spiritual  and  eternal 
good  of  his  subjects,  the  magistrate  himself,  or  no  ?  If 
not  he  himself,  who  f6r  him  ?  Or  can  it  be  done  with- 
out any  one's  judging  at  all  ?  If  he,  the  magistrate,  must 
judge  every-where  himself  what  is  for  the  spiritual  and 
eternal  good  of  his  subjects ;  as  I  see  no  help  for  it,  if 
the  magistrate  be  every^where  by  the  law  of  nature 
obliged  to  promote  their  spiritual  And  eternal  good ;  is 
not  the  true  religion  like  to  find  great  advantage  in  the 
world  by  the  use  of  force  in  the  magistrate's  hands  ? 
And  is  not  this  a  plain  demonstration  that  God  has  by 
the  law  of  nature  given  commission  to  the  magistrate  to 
use  force  for  the  promoting  the  true  religion,  since,  as 
it  is  evident,  the  execution  of  such  a  commission  will  do 
so  much  more  harm  than  good  ? 

To  show  that  your  indirect  and  at  a  distance  useAil- 
ness,  with  a  general  necessity  of  force,  authorizes  the 
civil  power  in  the  use  of  it,  you  use  the  following  words, 
**  That  force  does  some  service  towards  the  making  of 
**  scholars  and  artists,  I  suppose  you  will  easily  grant. 
**  Give  me  leave  therefore  to  ask,  how  it  does  it  ?  I 
**  suppase  you  will  say,  not  by  its  direct  and  proper 
^  efficacy,  (for  force  is  no  more  capable  to  work  leam«- 
**  bag  or  arts,  than  the  belief  of  the  true  religion  in 
**  men,  by  its  direct  and  proper  efficacy ;)  but  by  pre* 
^*  vailing  upon  those  who  are  designed  for  scholars  or 
**  artists  to  receive  instruction,  and  to  apply  themselves 
**  to  the  use  of  those  means  and  helps  which  are  pro- 
**  per  to  make  them  what  they  are  designed  to  be :  that 
^  is,  it  does  it  indirectly  and  at  a  distance.    Well  then. 
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'*  if  all  the  usefulness  of  the  force  towards  the  bringing 
<^  scholai's  or  apprentices  to  the  learning  or  skill  they 
'*  are  designed  to  attain,  be  only  an  indirect  and  at  a 
''  distance  usefulness  ;  I  pray  what  is  it  that  warrants 
^  and  authorizes  schoolmasters^  tutors  or  masters,  to 
**  use  force  upon  their  scholars  or  apprentices,  to  bring 
*^  them  to  learning,  or  the  skill  of  their  arts  and  trade, 
^  if  such  an  indirect  and  at  a  distance  usefulness  of  force, 
<*  together  with  that  necessity  of  it  which  experience 
*^  discovers,  will  not  do  it  ?  I  believe  you  will  acknow- 
<*  ledge  that  even  such  an  usefulness,  together  with  that 
necessity,  will  serve  the  turn  in  these  cases.    But  then 
I  would  fain  know,  why  the  same  kind  of  usefulness, 
joined  with  the  like  necessity,  will  not  as  well  do  it 
in  the  case  before  us  ?  I  confess  I  see  no  reason  why  it 
should  not ;  nor  do  I  believe  you  can  assign  any.    You 
<<  ask  here,  what  authorizes  schoolmasters  or  masters  to 
^  use  force  on  their  scholars  and  apprentices,  if  such  an 
*^  indirect  and  at  a  distance  usefulness,  together  with 
"  necessity,  does  not  do  it  ?  "     I  answer,  neither  your 
indirect  and  at  a  distance  usefulness,  nor  the  necessity 
you  suppose  of  it.     For  I  do  not  think  you  will  say 
that  any  schoolmaster  has  a  power  to  teach,  much  less 
to  use  force  on  any  one*s  child  without  the  consent  and 
authority  of  the  father :  but  a  father,  you  will  say,  has 
a  power  to  use  force  to  correct  his  child  to  bring  him  to 
learning  or  skill  in  that  trade  he  is  designed  to ;  and  to 
this  the  father  is  authorized  by  the  usefulness  and  ne- 
cessity of  force.     This  I  deny,  that  the  mere  supposed 
usefulness  and  necessity  of  force  authorize  the  father  to 
use  it ;-  for  then  whenever  he  judged  it  useful  and  ne- 
cessary for  his  son,  to  prevail  with  him  to  apply  himself 
to  any  trade,  he  might  use  force  upon  him  to  that  pur- 
pose ;  which  I  think  neither  you  nor  any  body  else  M'iU 
say,  a  father  has  a  right  to  do  on  his  idle  and  perhaps 
married  son  at  thirty  or  forty  years  old- 
There  is  then  something  else  in  the  case ;  and  what- 
ever it  be  that  authorizes  the  father  to  use  force  upon 
his  child,  to  make  him  a  proficient  in  it,  authorizes 
him  also  to  choose  that  trade,  art  or  science  he  would 
have  him  a  proficient  in :  for  the  father  can  no  longer 
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use  force  upon  his  son,  to  make  him  attain  any  art  or 
trade,  than  he  can  prescribe  to  him  the  art  or  trade  he 
is  to  attain.  Put  your  parallel  now  if  you  please :  The 
father  by  the  usefulness  and  necessity  of  force  is  autho- 
rized to  use  it  upon  his  child,  to  make  him  attain  any 
art  or  science :  therefore  the  magistrate  is  authorized  to 
use  force  to  bring  men  to  the  true  religion,  because  it 
is  useful  and  necessary.  Thus  far  you  have  used  it,  and 
you  think  it  does  well.  But  let  us  go  on  with  the  pa- 
rallel :  this  usefulness  and  necessity  of  force  authorizes 
the  father  to  use  it,  to  make  his  son  apply  himself  to 
the  use  of  the  means  and  helps  which  are  proper  to  make 
him  what  he  is  designed  to  be,  no  longer  than  it  autho- 
rizes the  father  to  design  what  his  son  shall  be,  and  to 
choose  for  him  the  art  or  trade  he  shall  be  of ;  and  so 
the  usefulness  and  necessity  you  suppose  in  force  to  bring 
men  to  any  church,  cannot  authorize  the  magistrate  to 
use  force  any  farther,  thau  he  has  a  right  to  choose  for 
any  one  what  church  or  religion  he  shall  be  of.  So  that 
if  you  will  stick  to  this  argument,  and  allow  the  pa- 
rallel between  a  magistrate  and  a  father,  and  the  right 
they  have  to  use  force  for  the  instructing  of  their  sub- 
jects in  religion,  and  children  in  arts,  you  must  either 
allow  the  magistrate  to  have  power  to  choose  what  re- 
ligion his  subjects  shall  be  of,  which  you  have  denied, 
or  else  that  he  has  no  power  to  use  force  to  make  them 
use  means  to  be  of  it, 

A  father  being  entrusted  with  the  care  and  provision 
for  his  child,  is  as  well  bound  in  duty,  as  fitted  by  na- 
tural love  and  tenderness,  to  supply  the  defects  of  his 
tender  age.  When  it  is  bom  the  child  cannot  move 
itself  for  the  ease  and  help  of  natural  necessities,  the 
parents  hands  must  supply  that  inability,  and  feed, 
cleanse,  and  swaddle  it.  Age  having  given  more  strength, 
and  the  exercise  of  the  limbs,  the  parents- are  discharged 
from  the  trouble  of  putting  meat  into  the  mouth  of  the 
child,  clothing  or  unclothing,  or  carrying  him  in  their 
arms.  The  same  duty  and  affection  which  required 
such  kind  of  helps  to  the  infant,  makes  them  extend 
their  thoughts  to  other  cares  for  him  when  he  is  grown 
a  little  bigger ;  it  is  not  only  a  present  support,  but  a 
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future  comfortable  submtence  begins  to  be  thought  on  i 
to  thi3  some  art  or  science  is  necesaaryt  but  the  child'* 
ignorance  and  want  of  prospect  makes  him  unable  to 
choose.  And  hence  the  father  has  a  power  to  choose 
for  him,  that  the  flexible  and  docile  part  of  life  may  not 
be  squandered  away,  and  the  time  of  instructioi)  atid 
improvement  be  lost  for  want  of  direction.  The  trade 
or  art  being  chosen  by  the  father,  it  is  the  exercise  and 
industry  of  the  child  must  acquire  it  to  himself:  but 
industry  usually  wanting  in  children  the  spur  which  rea- 
son and  foresight  gives  to  the  endeavours  of  grown  men ; 
the  father's  rod  and  correction  is  fain  to  supply  that 
want,  to  make  him  apply  himself  to  the  use  of  those 
means  and  helps  which  are  proper  to  make  him  what 
he  is  designed  to  be.  But  when  the  child  is  once  come 
to  the  state  of  manhood,  and  to  be  the  possessor  and 
free  disposer  of  his  goods  and  estate,  he  is  then  dis^ 
charged  from  this  discipline  of  his  parents,  and  they 
have  no  longer  any  right  to  choose  any  art,  science,  or 
course  of  life  for  him^  or  by  force  to  make  him  apply 
himself  to  the  use  of  those  means  which  are  proper  to 
make  him  be  what  be  designs  to  be.  Thus^  the  want  of 
knowledge  to  choose  a  fit  calling,  and  want  of  know* 
ledge  of  the  necessity  of  pains  and  industry  to  attain  skiU 
in  it,  puts  a  power  into  the  pamnts  hands  to  use  force 
where  it  is  necessaiy  to  procure  the  application  and  di^ 
ligence  of  their  children  in  that,  which  their  parents 
have  thought  fit  to  set  them  to :  but  it  gives  this  power 
to  the  parents  only, .  and  to  no  other,  whilst  they  live ; 
and  if  they  die  whilst  their  children  need  it,  to  their  sub- 
stitutes ;  and  there  it  is  safely  placed :  for  since .  their 
want  of  knowledge  during  their  nonage,  makes  them 
want  direction ;  and  want  of  reason  often  makes  them 
need  punishment  and  force  to  excite  their  endeavours, 
and  keep  them  intent  to  the  use  of  those  means  that  lead 
to  the  end  they  are  directed  to ;  the  tenderness  and  love 
of  parents  will  engage  them  to  use  it  only  for  their  good, 
and  generally  to  quit  it  too^  when  by  the  title  of  man- 
hood  they  come  to  be  above  the  direction  and  discipline 
of  children.  But  how  does  this  prove  that  the  magi- 
strate has  any  right  to  force  men  to  apply  themselves  to 


A  Third  Letter  for  Toleration.  '         209 

the  use  of  those  means  and  helps  which  are  proper  to 
make  them  of  any  religion^  more  than  it  proves  that  the 
magistrate  has  a  right  to  choose  for  them  what  religion 
thej  shall  be  of  ? 

To  your  question  therefore,  '*  what  is  it  that  war- 
*V  rants  and  authorizes  schoolmasters,  tutors,  and  ma- 
^*  sters  to  use  force  upon  their  scholars  or  apprentices  ?  '* 
I  answer,  a  commission  from  the  father  or  mother^  or 
those  who  supply  their  places ;  for  without  that  no  in- 
direct or  at  a  distance  usefulness,  or  supposed  necessity, 
could  authorize  them. 

But  then  you  will  ask.  Is  it  not  this  usefulness  and 
necessity  that  gives  this  power  to  the  father  and  mother  ? 
I  grant  it.     *'  I  would  fain  know  then,  say  you,  why 
**  the  same  usefulness  joined  with  the  like  necessity^ 
"  will  not  as  well  do  in  the  case  before  us  ?  '*     And  I, 
sir,  will  as  readily  tell  you  :  because  the  understanding 
of  the  parents  is  to  supply  the  want  of  it  in  the  mino- 
rity of  their  children  ;  and  therefore  they  have  a  right 
not  only  to  use  force  to  make  their  children  apply  them- 
selves to  the  means  of  acquiring  any  art  or  trade,  but  to 
choose  also  the  trade  or  calling  they  shall  be  of.     But 
when  being  come  out  of  the  state  of  minority,  they  are 
supposed  of  years  of  discretion  to  choose  what  they  will 
design  themselves  to  be,  they  are  also  at  liberty  to  judge 
what  application,  and  industry  they  will  use  for  the  at- 
taining of  it ;  and  then  how  negligent  soever  they  are 
in  the  use  of  the  means,  how  averse  soever  to  instruction 
or  application  they  are  past  the  correction  of  a  school- 
master, and  their  parents  can  no  longer  choose  or  de- 
sign for  them  what  they  shall  be,  nor  **  use  force  to 
"  prevail  with  them  to  apply  themselves  to  the  use  of 
**  those  means  and  helps  which  are  proper  to  make  them 
"  what  they  ai-e  designed  to  be."     He  that  imagines  a 
father  or  tutor  may  send  his  son  to  school  at  thirty  or 
forty  years  old,  and  order  him  to  be  whipped  there, 
or  that  any  indirect  and  at  a  distance  usefulness  will  au- 
thorize him  to  be  so  used,  will  be  thought  fitter  to  be  sent 
thither  himself,  and  there  to  receive  due  correction. 

When  you  have  considered,  it  is  otherwise  in  the  case 
of  the  magistrate  using  force  your  way  in  matters  of  re- 
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ligion ;  that  there  his  understanding  is  not  to  supply  the 
defect  of  understanding  in  his  subjects,  and  that  only 
for  a  time ;  that  he  cannot  choose  for  any  of  his  sub- 
jects what  religion  he  shall  be  of,  as  you  yourself  con- 
fess ;  and  that  this  power  of  the  magistrate,  if  it  be,  as 
is  claimed  by  you,  over  men  of  all  ages,  parts  and  en- 
dowments ;  you  will  perhaps  ''  see  some  reason  why  it 
^  should  not  do  in  the  case  before  us,  as  well  as  in  that 
**  of  schoolmasters  and  tutors,  though  you  believe  I 
'*  cannot  assign  any.*"  But,  sir,  will  your  indirect  and 
at  a  distance  usefulness,  together  with  your  supposed 
necessity,  authorize  the  master  of  the  shoe-makers  com- 
pany to  take  any  one  who  comes  in  his  hands,  and  pu- 
nish him  for  not  being  of  the  shoe«makers  company, 
and  not  coming  to  their  guild,  when  he,  who  has  a 
right  to  choose  of  what  trade  and  company  he  will  be, 
thinks  it  not  his  interest  to  be  a  shoe-maker  ?  Nor  can 
he  or  any  body  else  imagine  that  this  force,  this  punish- 
ment, is  used  to  make  him  a  good  shoe-maker,  when 
it  is  seen  and  avowed  that  the  punishments  cease,  and 
they  are  free  from  it  who  enter  themselves  of  the  com- 
pany, whether  they  are  really  shoe-makers,  or  in  earnest 
apply  themselves  to  be  so  or  no.  How  much  it  differs 
from  this,  that  the  magistrate  should  punish  men  for 
not  being  of  his  church,  who  choose  not  to  be  of  it, 
and  when  they  are  once  entered  into  the  communion  of 
it,  are  punished  no  more,  though  they  are  as  ignorant, 
unskilful,  and  unpractised  in  the  religion  of  it  as  be- 
fore :  how  much,  I  say,  this  differs  from  the  case  I  pro- 
posed^ I  leave  you  to  consider.  For  after  all  your  pre- 
tences of  using  force  for  the  salvation  of  souls,  and  con- 
sequently to  make  men  really  christians,  you  are  fain  to 
allow,  and  you  give  reasons  for  it,  that  force  is  used 
only  to  those  who  are  out  of  your  church :  but  whoever 
are  once  in  it,  are  free  from  force,  whether  they  be 
really  christians,  and  apply  themselves  to  those  things 
which  are  for  the  salvation  of  their  souls,  or  no. 

As  to  what  you  say,  that  whether  they  choose  it  or 
no,  they  ought  to  choose  it ;  for  your  magistrate's  reli- 
gion is  the  true  religion,  that  is  the  question  between 
you  and  them :  but  be  that  as  it  will,  if  force  be  to  be 
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used  in  the  caie^  I  have  proved  that  be  the  oiagistnite's 
Tdigioo  true  or  fdse,  he,  whilst  he  believes  it  to  be  tiue» 
is  under  an  obligation  to  use  forcei  as  if  it  wese  vn». 

But  since  you  think  your  instance  of  children  ao 
weighty  and  pressing,  give  roe  leave  to  return  you  your 
question ;  I  adc  you  then,  are  not  parents  as  much  au- 
thorized to  teach  their  children  their  rdigioo,  as  they  are 
to  teach  them  their  trade,  when  they  have  designed  them 
to  it  ?  May  they  not  as  lawfully  correct  them  to  dm^ 
them  learn  their  catechism,  or  the  principles  of  their 
religion,  as  they  may  to  make  them  learn  Clenanf  s 
gnumnar  ?  Qr  may  they  not  use  force  to  make  them  go 
to  mass,  or  whatever  they  believe  to  be  the  worship  of 
the  true  religion,  as  to  go  to  school,  or  to  learn  any  art 
or  trade  ?  If  they  may,  as  I  think  you  will  not  deny,  un^ 
less  you  will  say,  that  none  but  orthodox  parents  may 
teach  their  children  any  religion:  if  they  may,  I  say 
then,  pray  tell  me  a  reason,  if  your  arguments  from  the 
discipline  of  children  be  good,  why  the  magistrate  may 
not  use  force  to  bring  men  to  his  religion,  as  well  as 
parents  may  use  force  to  instinct  children,  and  bring 
them  op  in  theirs  ?  When  you  have  considered  this,  you 
will  perhaps  find  some  difference  between  the  state  of 
ohildien  and  grown  men,  betwixt  those  under  tutelage, 
and  those  who  are  free  and  at  their  own  disposal ;  and 
be  inclined  to  think  that  those  reasons  which  subject 
children  in  their  non-age  to  the  use  of  force,  nuif  not, 
nor  do  concern  men  at  years  of  discretion. 

You  teU  us  farther,  ^  that  commonwealths  are  insti- 
^  tuted  itx  the  attaining  of  bH  the  benefits  ivhich  {mi- 
^  litical  government  can  yield :  and  therefore  if  the  spi- 
**  ritual  and  eternal  interests  of  men  may  any  way  be 
*^  procured  or  advanced  by  political  government,  the 
"  procuring  and  advancing  those  interests  must  in  all 
*^  reason  be  received  amongst  the  ends  of  dvil  society, 
'<  and  so  consequently  fall  within  the  compass  of  the 
"  magistrate's  jurisdiction."  Concerning  the  extent  of 
the  magistrate's  jurisdiction,  and  the  ends  of  civil  so- 
ciety, whether  the  author  or  you  have  begged  the  ques-* 
tioB,  which  is  the  chief  business  of  your  56th  and  two 
or  thnee  following  pages^  I  shall  leave  it  to  the  isaders 

p  2 


212  A  Third  Letter  for  Toleration. 

to  judge,  and  bring  the  matter,  if  you  please,  to  a  shorter 
issue.  The  question  is,  whether  the  magistrate  has  any 
power  to  interpose  force  in  matters  of  religion,  or  for 
the  salvation  of  souls  ?  The  argument  against  it  is,  that 
civil  societies  are  not  constituted  for  that  end,  and  the 
magistrate  cannot  use  force  for  ends  for  which  the  com- 
monwealth was  not  constituted. 

The  end  of  a  commonwealth  constituted  Can  be  sup- 
posed no  other,  than  what  men  in  the  constitution  of, 
and  entering  into  it,  proposed ;  and  that  could  be  no- 
thing but  protection  from  such  injuries  from  other  men, 
which  they  desiring  to  avoid,  nothing  but  force  could 
prevent  or  remedy ;  all  things  but  this  being  as  well 
attainable  by  men  living  in  neighbourhood  without  the 
bounds  of  a  commonwealth,  they  could  propose  to  them* 
selves  no  other  thing  but  this  in  quitting  their  natural 
liberty,  and  putting  themselves  under  the  umpirage  of 
a  civil  sovereign,  who  therefore  had  the  force  of  all  the 
members  of  the  commonwealth  put  into  his  hands,  to 
make  his  decrees  to  this  end  be  obeyed.  Now  since  no 
man,  or  society  of  men,  can  by  their  opinions  in  reli- 
gion, or  ways  of  worship,  do  any  man  who  differed 
from  them  any  injury,  which  he  could  not  avoid  or  re- 
dress, if  he  desired  it,  without  the  help  of  force ;  the 
punishing  any  opinion  in  religion,  or  ways  of  worship 
by  the  force  given  the  magistrate,  could  not  be  intended 
by  those  who  constituted  or  entered  into  the  common- 
wealth; and  so  could  be  no  end  of  it,  but  quite  the 
contrary.  For  force  from  a  stronger  hand  to  bring  a 
man  to  a  religion,  which  another  thinks  the  true,  being 
an  injury  which  in  the  state  of  nature  every  one  would 
avoid ;  protection  from  such  injury  is  one  of  the  ends 
of  a  commonwealth,  and  so  every  man  has  a  right  to 
toleration. 

If  you  will  say,  that  commonwealths  are  not  volun- 
tary societies  constituted  by  men,  and  by  men  freely  en- 
tered into ;  I  shall  desire  you  to  prove  it. 

In  the  mean  time  allowing  it  you  for  good,  that 
commonwealths  are  constituted  by  God  for  ends  which 
he  has  appointed,  without  the  consent  and  contrivance 
of  men :  If  you  say,  that  one  of  those  ends  is  the  pro- 
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pagation  of  the  true  religion,  and  the  salvation  of  men*s 
souls ;  I  shall  desire  you  to  show  roe  any  such  end  ex- 
pressly appointed  by  God  in  revelation ;  which  since, 
as  you  confess,  you  cannot  do»  you  have  recourse  to  the 
general  law  of  nature ;  and  what  is  that  ?     The  law  of 
reason,  whereby  every  one  is  commissioned  to  do  good. 
And  the  propagating  the  true  religion  for  the  salvation 
of  men's  souls  being  doing  good^  you  say,  the  civil  so* 
vcreigns  are  commissioned  and  required  by  that  law  to 
use  their  force  for  those  ends.     But  since  by  this  law  all 
civil  sovereigns  are  commissioned  and  obliged  alike  to 
use  their  coactive  power  for  the  propagating  the  true 
religion,  and   the  salvation  of  souls ;  and  it  is  not  pos« 
sible  for  them  to  execute  such  a  commission,  or  pbey 
that  laW|  but  by  using  force  to  bring  men  to  that  reli- 
gion which  they  judge  the  true ;  by  which  use  of  force, 
much  moi'e  harm  than  good  would  be  done  towards  the 
propagating  the  true  religion  in  the  world,  as  I  have 
showed  elsewhere :  therefore  no  such  commission,  whose 
execution  would  do  more  harm  than  good,  more  hinder 
than  promote  the  end  for  which  it  is  supposed  given  ; 
can  be  a  commission  from  God  by  the  law  of  nature. 
And  this  I  suppose  may  satisfy  you    about  the    end' 
of  civil  societies  or  commonwealths,  and  answer  what 
you  say  concerning  the  ends  attainable  by  them. 

But  that  you  may  not  think  the  great  position  of 
yours^  which  is  so  often  ushei'ed  in  with  doubtless ;  for 
which  you  imagine  you  have  sufficient  warrant  in  a  mis- 
applied school-maxim,  is  past  over  too  slightly  ;  and  is 
not  sufficiently  answered ;  I  shall  give  you  that  farther 
satisfaction. 

You  say,  "  civil  societies  are  instituted  for  th^  at* 
**  taining  alL  the  benefits  which  civil  society  or  poKti^ 
"  cal  government  can  yield ; "  and  the  reason  you  give 
for  it ;  ^'  because  it  has  hitherto  been  universally  ac- 
"  knowledged  that  no  power  is  given  in  vain ; "  and 
therefore  "  if  I  except  any  of  those  benefits,  I  shall  be 
**  obliged  to  admit  that  the  power  of  attaining  them 
^'  was  given  in  vain."  And  if  I  do  admit  it,  no  harm 
will  follow  in  human  afiaii's  :  or  if  I  may  borrow  an  ele- 
gant expression  of  yours  out  of  tt)e  foregoing  leafj  **  thQ 


914  A  Third  Letter  far  Toleration* 

**  fortune  of  Europe  does  not  turn  upon  it."  In  the 
voluntary  institution,  and  bestowing  of  power,  there  is 
no  absurdity  or  inconvenience  at  all,  that  power,  suf- 
ficient for  several  ends,  should  be  limited  by  those  that 
give  the  power  only  to  one  or  some  part  of  them.  The 
power  which  a  general  commanding  a  potent  army  has, 
may  be  enough  to  take  more  towns  than  one  from  the 
enemy ;  or  to  suppress  a  domestic  sedition ;  and  yet  the 
power  of  attaining  those  benefits,  which  is  in  his  hand, 
will  not  authorize  him  to  employ  the  force  of  the  army 
therein,  if  he  be  commissioned  only  to  besiege  and  take 
one  certain  place.  So  it  is  in  a  commonwealth.  The 
power  that  is  in  the  civil  sovereign  is  the  force  of  all 
the  subjects  of  the  commonwealth,  which  supposing  it 
sufiicient  for  other  ends,  than  the^  preserving  the  mem-i 
bers  of  the  commonwealth  in  peace  from  injury  and 
violence :  yet  if  those  who  gave  him  that  power,  limited 
the  application  of  it  to  that  sole  end,  no  opinion  of  any 
other  benefits  attainable  by  it  can  authorise  him  to  use 
it  otherwise. 

Our  Saviour  tells  us  expressly,  that  **  all  power  was 
**  given  him  in  heaven  and  earth,"  Matt,  xxviii.  11. 
^y  which  power  I  imagine  you  will  not  say,  that  the 
'*  spiritual  and  eternal  interest "  of  those  men  whom  you 
think  need  the  help  of  political  force,  and  of  all  other 
men  too,  could  not  any  way  be  procured  or  advanced ; 
and  yet  if  you  will  hear  him  in  another  place,  you  will 
find  this  power,  which  being  all  power,  could  certainly 
have  wrought  on  all  men,  limited  to  a  certain  number : 
he  says,  "  thou  hast  given  him  [i.  e.  thy  son]  power  over 

all  flesh,  that  he  should  give  eternal  life  to  as  many  as 

thou  hast  g^ven  him,"  John  xvii.  2.  Whether  your 
universally  acknowledged  maxim  of  logic  be  true  enough 
to  authorize  you  to  say,  that  any  part  of  this  power  was 
given  him  in  vain,  and  to  enable  you  to  draw  conse- 
quences from  it,  you  were  best  see. 

But  were  your  maxim  so  true  that  it  proved,  that 
since  it  might  *'  indirectly  and  at  a  distance"  do  some 
service  towards  the  **  procuring  or  advancing  the  spiri- 
*^  tual  interest**  ofsome  few  subjects  of  a  commonwealth, 
therefore  force  was  to  be  employed  to  that  end ;  yet 
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that  will  scarce  make  good  this  doctrine  of  yours : 
*'  doubtlessi  commonwealths  are  institated  for  the  at« 
**  taining  all  those  benefits  which  political  goremment 
^  can  yield ;  therefore  if  the  spiritual  and  eternal  inte-* 
**  rests  of  men  may  any  way  be  procured  or  advanced  by 
^*  political  government,  the  procuring  and  advancing 
**  those  interests  must  in  all  reason  be  reckoned  among 
**  the  ends  of  civil  societies,  and  so  consequently  faU 
^  within  the  compass  of  the  magistrate's  jurisdiction/' 
For  granting  it  true  that  ^*  commonwealths  are  instituted 
**  for  the  attaining  all  those  benefits  which  political 
^  government  can  yield/'  it  does  not  follow  *<  that  the 
**  procuring  and  advancing  the  spiritual  and  eternal  in- 
**  terest  **  of  some  few  members  of  the  commonwealth 
by  an  apfdication  of  power,  which  indirectly  and  at  a 
distance,  or  by  accident,  may  do  some  service  that  way, 
whilst  at  the  same  time  it  prejudices  a  far  greater  num- 
ber in  their  civil  interests ;  can  with  reason  be  reckon* 
ed  among  the  ends  of  civil  society. 

**  That  commonwealths  are  instituted  for  those  ends^ 
^*  viz.  for  the  procuring,  preserving,  and  advancing 
**  men's  civil  interests,  you  say,  No  man  will  deny/'  - 
To  sacrifice  therefore  these  civil  interests  of  a  great 
number  of  people,  which  are  the  allowed  ends  of  the 
commonwealths,  to  the  uncertain  expectation  of  some 
service  to  be  done  indirectly  and  at  a  distance  to  a  fiur 
less  number,  as  experience  has  always  showed  those 
really  converted  to  the  true  religion  by  force  to  be,  if 
any  at  all ;  cannot  be  one  of  the  ends  of  the  common- 
wealth. Though  the  advancing  of  the  spiritual  and 
eternal  interest  be  of  infinite  advantage  to  the  penons 
who  receive  that  benefit,  yet  if  it  can  be  thought  a  be- 
nefit to  the  commonwealth  when  it  is  procured  them 
with  the  diminishing  or  destroying  the  civil  interests  of 
great  numbers  of  their  fellow  citizens:  then  the  ra- 
vaging of  an  enemy,  the  plague,  or  a  famine,  may  be 
said  to  bring  a  benefit  to  the  commonwealth  ;  for  either 
of  these  may  indirectly  and  at  a  distance  do  some  service 
towards  the  advancing  or  procuring  the  spiritual  and 
eternal  interest  of  some  of  those  who  syfTer  in  it. 
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In  the  two  latter  paragraphs  you  except  against  mj 
want  of  exactness,  in  setting  down  your  opinion  I  am 
arguing  against  Had  it  been  any  way  to  take  off  the 
&rce  of  what  you  say,  or  that  the  reader  could  have 
been  misled  by  my  words  in  any  part  of  the  question  I 
was  arguing  against^  you  had  had  reason  to  complain : 
if  not,  you  had  done  better  to  have  entertained  the 
reader  with  a  clearer  answer  to  my  argument,  than 
spent  your  ink  and  his  time  needlessly,  to  show  such 
niceness. 

My  argument  is  as  good  against  your  tenet  in  your 
own  words,  as  in  mine  which  you  except  against :  your 
words  are,  **  doubtless  commonwealths  ai'e  instituted 
for  the  attaining  all  the  benefits  which  political  go- 
vernment can  yield ;  and  therefore  if  the  spiritual  and 
"  eternal  interest  of  men  may  any  way  be  procured  or 
advanced  by  political  government,  the  procuring  and 
advancing  those  interests  must  in  all  reason  be  reck- 
oned amongst  the  ends  of  civil  societies." 
To  which  I  answered,  that  if  this  be  so,  **  Then  this 
position  must  be  true,  viz.  That  all  societies  whatso- 
ever are  instituted  for  the  attaining  all  the  benefits 
that  they  may  any  way  yield :  there  being  nothing 
peculiar  to  civil  society  in  the  case,  why  that  society 
^  should  be  instituted  for  the  attaining  all  the  benefits 
it  can  any  way  yield,  and  other  societies  not.  By 
which  argument  it  will  follow,  that  all  societies  are 
**  instituted  for  one  and  the  same  end,  i.  e.  for  the  at- 
**.  taining  all  the  benefits  that  they  can  any  way  yield. 
"  By  which  account  there  will  be  no  difference  between 
church  and  state,  a  commonwealth  and  an  army,  or 
between  a  family  and  the  East-India  company ;  all 
which  have  hitherto  been  thought  distinct  sorts  of 
societies,  instituted  for  different  ends.  If  your  hy- 
pothesis hold  good,  one  of  the  ends  of  the  family 
must  be  to  preach  the  gospel,  and  administer  the  sa- 
craments ;  and  one  business  of  an  army  to  teach  lan- 
guages, and  propagate  religion;  because  these  are 
benefits  some  way  or  other  attainable  by  those  socie- 
*^  tie3 :  unless  yoq  tal^e  want  of  poinfpission  and  autho* 
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**  rity  to  be  a  sufficient  impeditnent :  and  that  will  be 

"  so  in  other  cases.**   To  which  you  reply,  "  Nor  will  it 

^  follow  from  hence^  that  all  societies  are  instituted 

^  for  one  and  the  same  end,  (as  you  imagine  it  will,) 

^  unless  you  suppose  all  societies  enabled  by  the  power 

'^  they  are  endued  with  to  attain  the  same  end,  which  I 

^  believe  no  man  hitherto  did  ever  affirm.     And  there- 

^  fore,  notwithstanding  this  position,  there  may  be  still 

^  as  great  a  difference  as  you  please  between  church 

^  and  state,  a  commonwealth  and  an  army,  or  between 

'*  a  family  and  the  East^India  company.    Which  se- 

*'  veral  societies,    as  they  are  instituted  for  different 

'*  ends,  so  they  are  likewise  furnished  with  different 

**  powers  proportionate  to  their  respective  ends."     In 

which  the  reason  you  give  to  destroy  my  inference,  I 

am  to  thank  you  for,  if  you  understood  the  force  of  it, 

it  being  the  very  same  I  bring  to  show  that  my  inference 

from  your  way  of  arguing  is  good.     I  say,  that  from 

your  way  of  reasoning  about  the  ends  of  government, 

**  It  would  follow  that  all  societies  were  instituted  for 

^  one  and  the  same  end ;  unless  you  take  want  of  com- 

''  mission  and  authority  to  be  a  sufficient  impediment.** 

And  you  tell  me  here  it  will  not  follow,  **  unless  I  sup- 

^  pose  all  societies  enabled  by  the  power  they  are  en- 

*^  dued  with,  to  attain  the  same  end ;  **  which  in  other 

words  is,  unless  I  suppose  all  who  have  in  their  hands 

the  force  of  any  society  to  have  all  of  them  the  same 

commission. 

The  natural  force  of  all  the  members  of  any  society, 
or  of  those  who  by  the  society  can  be  procured  to  assist 
it,  it  in  one  sense  called  the  power  of  that  society.  This 
power  of  force  is  generally  put  into  some  one  or  few 
pei'sons  hands  with  direction  and  authority  how  to  use 
it ;  and  this  in  another  sense  is  called  also  the  power  of 
the  society :  and  this  is  the  power  you  here  speak  of, 
and  in  these  following  words,  viz.  '*  Several  societies, 
**  as  they  are  instituted  for  different  ends ;  so  likewise 
••  are  they  furnished  with  different  powers  proporti- 
"  onate  to  their  respective  ends."  The  power  therefore 
of  any  society  in  this  sense,  is  nothing  but  the  autho- 
rity i^od  direction  given  to  those  that  have  the  manage* 
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nient  of  the  force  or  natural  power  of  the  society,  bovr 
and  to  what  ends  t^  use  it,  by  which  commission  the 
ends  of  societies  are  known  and  distinguished.  So  that 
all  soctetiea  wherein  those  who  are  intrusted  with  the 
management  of  the  force  or  natural  power  of  the  so- 
ciety,  have  commission  and  authority  to  use  the  fon«  or 
natural  power  of  the  society  to  attain  the  same  benefits, 
are  instituted  for  the  same  end.  And  therefore,  if  in 
all  societies  those  who  have  the  management  of  the 
force  or  natural  power  of  the  society,  are  commissioned 
or  authorized  to  use  that  force  to  attain  all  the  benefits 
attainable  by  it,  all  societies  are  instituted  to  the  same 
end :  and  so  what  I  said  will  still  J3e  true,  viz^  ^  That  a 
'^  family  and  an  army,  a  commonwealth  and  a  church, 
'*  have  all  the  same  end.  And  if  your  hypothesis  hold 
good,  one  of  the  ends  of  a  family  must  be  to  preadi 
the  gospel,  and  administer  the  sacraments ;  and  one 
*^  business  of  an  army  to  teach  languages,  and  propa- 
gate religion,  because  these  are  benefits  some  way  or 
other  attainable  by  those  societies ;  unless  you  take 
^*  want  of  commission  and  authority  to  be  a  sufficient 
'*  impediment :  and  that  will  be  so  too  in  other  cases.** 
To  which  you  have  said  nothing  but  what  does  confirm 
it,  which  you  will  a  little  better  see,  when  you  have 
considered  that  any  benefit  attainable  by  force  or  natu« 
ral  power  of  a  society,  does  not  prove  the  society  to 
be  instituted  for  that  end;  till  you  also  show,  that 
those  to  whom  the  management  of  the  force  of  the 
society  is  intrusted,  are  commissioned  to  use  it  to  that 
end. 

And  therefore  to  your  next  paragraph  I  shall  ttnnk  it 
answer  enough  to  print  here,  side  by  side  with  it,  that 
paragraph  of  mine  to  which  you  intended  it  as  an  an« 
swen 

L.  11.  p.  389.    '' It  is  a  benefit  L.  III.  p.  58.— 

*<  to  have  true  knowledge  and  phi-  To   your  next  pa- 

"  losophy  embraced  and  assented  ragraph,  after  what 

"  to,  in  any  civil  society  or  go-  has     already     been 

**  vemment.    But  will  you  say,  said,  I  think  it  may 

*^  therefore,  that  it  is  a  benefit  to  suffice  ^  say  as  foU 


A  Third  Letter  for  Toleration. 


219 


"  the  sorietjTy  or  one  of  the  ends 
^  of  government,  that  all  who  are 
**  not  peripatetics  should  be  pm- 
**  nished,  to  make  men  find  out 
^  the  truth,  and  profess  it  ?  This 
**  indeed  might  be  thought  a  fit 
**  wayto  make  some  men  embrace 
**  the  peripatetic  philosophy,  but 
"  not  a  proper  way  to  find  the 
•*  truth.   For  perhaps  the  peripa- 
•*  tetic  philosophy  may  not  be 
**  true;  perhapsagreatmany  have 
*^  not  time,  nor  parts  to  study  it ; 
*'  perhaps  a  great  many  who  have 
^*  studied  it,  cannot  be  convinced 
^*  of  the  truth  of  it :  and  therefore 
**  it  cannot  be  a  benefit  to  the 
**  commonwealth,  nor  one  of  the 
^  ends  of  it,  that  these  members 
*^  of  the  society  should  be  disturb* 
^  ed,  and  diseased  to  no  purpose, 
**  when  they  are  guilty  of  no  fault. 
**  For  just  the  same  reason,itcan- 
•*  not  be  a  benefit  to  civil  society, 
**  that  men  should  be  punished  in 
**  Denmark  for  not  being  luthe- 
**  rans,  in  Geneva  for  not  being 
**  calvinists,  and  in  Vienna  for  not 
**  being  papists,  as  a  means  to 
**  make  them  find  out  the  true 
•*  religion.     For  so,  upon  your 
^  grounds,  men  must  be  treated 
**  in  those  places,  as  well  as  in 
**  England,  for  not  being  of  the 
**  church  of  England.    And  then, 
"  I  beseech  you,  consider  the  great 
**  benefit  will  accrue  to  men  in 
*'  society  by  this  method ;  and  I 
**  suppose  it  will  be  a  hard  thing 
**  for  you  to  prove,That  ever  civil 
^  governments  were  instituted  to 


lows.    Though  per- 
haps the  peripatetic 
philosophy  may  not 
be  true,    (and  per- 
haps it  is  no  great 
matter,  if  it  be  not,) 
yet  the  true  religion 
is  undoubtedly  true. 
And  though  perhaps 
a  great  many  have 
not  time,  nor  parts 
to  study  that  philo- 
sophy, (and  perhaps 
it  may  be  no  great 
matter    neither,     if 
they  have  not,)  yet 
all  that  have  the  true 
religion    duly    ten- 
dered   them,     have 
time,  and  all,  but  idi- 
ots   and    madmen, 
have  parts  likewise 
to  study  it,  as  much 
as  it  is  necessary  for 
them    to  study    it. 
And  though  perhaps 
a  great  many  who 
have    studied    that 
philosophy     cannot 
be  convinced  of  the 
truth  of  it,  (which 
perhaps  is  no  great 
wonder,)  yet  no  man 
ever  studied  the  true 
religion   with    such 
care  and  diligence  as 
he  might  and  ought 
to  use,  and  with  an 
honest  mind,  but  he 
was  convinced  of  the 
truth  of  it  And  that 
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**  punish  men  for  not  being  of  this    those  who  cannot  o- 

therwise  be  brought 
to  do  this,  shall  be  a 
little  disturbed  and 
diseased  to  bring 
them  to  it,  I  take  to 
be  the  interest,  not 
only  of  those  parti- 
cular persons  who 
by  this  means  may 
be  brought  into  the 
way  of  salvation, 
but  of  the  common- 
wealth likewise,  up- 
on these  two  ac- 
counts. 

1.  Because  the  true 
religion,  which  this 
method  propagates, 
makes  good  men ; 
and  good  men  are 
always  the  best  sub- 
jects, or  members  of 
the  commonwealth; 
not  only  as  they  do 
more  sincerely  and 


or  that  sect  in  religion  ;  how- 
ever by  accident,  indirectly  and 
at  a  distance,  it  may  be  an  oc- 
casion to  one  perhaps  of  a  thou- 
sand, or  an  hundred,  to  study 
that  controversy,  which  is  all 
you  expect  from  it.     If  it  be  a 
"  benefit,  pray  tell  me  what  be- 
"  nefit  it  b.     A  civil  benefit  it 
"  cannot  be.     For  men*s  civil  in- 
terests are  disturbed,  injured, 
and  impaired  by  it.    And  what 
spiritual  benefit  that  can  be  to 
any  multitude  of  men  to  be  pu- 
nished for  dissenting  from  a  false 
*'  or  erroneous  profession,  I  would* 
*'  have  you  find  out ;  unless  it  be 
a  spiritual  benefit  to  be  in  dan- 
ger to  be  driven  into  a  wrong 
way.  Forif  in  all  differing  sects 
one  is  in  the  wrong,  it  is  a  hun- 
**  dred  to  one  but  that  from  which 
any  o^e  dissents,  and  is  punish- 
ed for  dissenting  firom,  is  the 


wrong, 


zealously  promote 
the  public  good  than  other  men ;  but  likewise  in  regard 
of  the  favour  of  G<>d,  which  they  often  procure  to  the 
societies  of  which  they  are  members.     And, 

2.  Because  this  care  in  any  commonwealth,  of  God  s 
honour  and  men's  salvation,  entitles  it  to  his  special 
protection  and  blessing.  So  that  where  this  method  is 
used,  it  proves  both  a  spiritual  and  a  civil  benefit  to  the 
commonwealth. 

You  tell  us,  "  the  true  religion  is  undoubtedly  true." 
If  you  had  told  us  too,  who  is  undoubtedly  judge  of  it, 
you  had  put  all  past  doubt :  but  till  you  will  be  pleased 
to  determine  that,  it  would  be  undoubtedly  true,  that 
the  king  of  Denmark  is  as  undoubtedly  judg^  of  it  at 
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Copenhagen,  and  the  emperor  at  Viennat  as  the  king 
of  England  in  this  island :  I  do  not  say  they  judge  as 
right,  but  they  are  by  as  much  right  judges,  and  there- 
fore have  as  much  right  to  punish  those  who  dissent  from 
lutheranism  and  popery  in  those  countries,  as  any  other 
civil  magistrate  has  to  punish  any  dissenters  from  the 
national  I'eligion  any-where  else.  And  who  can  deny 
but  these  briars  and  thorns  laid  in  their  way  by  the  penal 
laws  of  those  countries,  may  do  some  service  indirectly 
and  at  a  distance,  to  bring  men  there  severely  and  im- 
partially to  examine  matters  of  religion,  and  so  to  em- 
brace the  truth  that  must  save  them,  which  the  bare 
outward  profession  of  any  religion  in  the  world  will  not 
do? 

**  This  true  religion,  which  is  undoubtedly  true,  you 
**  tell  us  too,  never  any  body  studied  with  such  care  and 
*'  diligence  as  he  might  and  ought  to  use,  and  with  an 
"  honest  mind,  but  he  was  convinced  of  the  truth  of 
«  it.'' 

If  you  will  resolve  it  in  your  short  circular  way,  and 
tell  me  such  diligence  as  one  ought  to  use,  is  such  dili- 
gence as  brings  one  to  be  convinced,  it  is  a  question  too 
easy  to  be  asked.  If  I  should  desire  to  know  plainly 
what  is  to  be  understood  by  it,  it  would  be  a  question 
too  hard  for  you  to  answer,  and  therefore  I  shall  not 
trouble  you  with  demanding  what  this  diligence  which 
a  man  may  and  ought  to  use,  is ;  nor  what  you  mean 
by  an  honest  mind.  I  only  ask  you,  whether  force,  your 
way  applied,  be  able  to  produce  them  ?  that  so  the  com- 
monwealth may  have  the  benefits  you  propose  from 
men's  being  convinced  of,  and  consequently  embrac- 
ing, the  true  religion,  which  you  say  nobody  can  miss, 
who  is  brought  to  that  diligence,  and  that  honest 
mind. 

The  benefits  to  the  commonwealth  are,  1.  ^*  That 
'*  the  true  religion  that  this  method  propagates,  makes 
**  good  men,  and  good  men  are  always  the  best  subjects, 
**  and  often  procure  the  favour  of  God  to  the  society 
"  they  are  members  of/'  Being  forward  enough  to 
grant  that  nothing  contributes  so  much  to  the  benefit 
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of  a  society,  as  that  it  be  made  up  of  good  men,  I  be- 
gan presently  to  give  into  your  method,  which  promises 
so  sure  a  way  to  make  men  so  study  the  true  religion, 
that  they  cannot  miss  the  being  convinced  of  the  truth 
of  it,  and  so  hardly  avoid  being  really  of  the  true  rdi^ 
gion,  and  consequently  good  men.  But,  that  I  might 
not  mistake  in  a  thing  of  that  consequence,  I  began  to 
look  about  in  those  countries  where  force  has  been  made 
use  of  to  propagate  what  you  allowed  to  be  the  true  re- 
Ugion,  and  found  complaints  of  as  great  a  scarcity  of 
good  men  there,  as  in  other  places.  A  friend  whom  I 
discoursed  on  this  point,  said.  It  might  possibly  be  that 
the  world  had  not  yet  had  the  benefit  of  your  method : 
because  law-makers  had  not  yet  been  able  to  find  that 
jost  temper  of  penalties  on  which  your  propagation  of 
the  true  religion  was  built ;  and  that  therefore  it  was 
great  pity  you  had  not  yet  discovered  this  great  secret, 
mtt  it  was  to  be  hoped  you  would.  Another,  who  stood 
by,  said  he  did  not  see  how  your  method  could  make 
men  it  wrought  on,  and  brought  to  conformity,  belter 
than  others,  unless  corrupt  nature  with  impunity  were 
like  to  produce  better  men  in  one  outward  profession 
than  in  (mother.  To  which  I  replied.  That  we  did  not 
look  on  conformists  through  a  due  medium  ;  for  if  we 
did,  with  you,  allow  it  presumable  that  all  who  con- 
formed did  it  upon  conviction,  there  .could  be  no  just 
complaint  of  the  scarcity  of  good  men :  and  so  we  got 
over  that  difficulty. 

The  second  benefit  you  say  your  use  of  force  brings 
to  the  commonwealth,  is,  ^  That  this  care  in  any  com* 
**  monwealth,  of  God's  honour  and  men's  salvation, 
•*  entitles  it  to  his  special  protection  and  blessing."— 
Then  certainly  all  commonwealths,  that  have  any  re- 
gard to  the  protection  and  blessing  of  Gk)d,  will  not 
neglect  to  entitle  themselves  to  it,  by  using  of  force  to 
promote  that  religion  they  believe  to  be  true.  But  I 
beseech  you  what  care  is  this  of  the  honour  of  God  and 
men*s  salvation  you  speak  of?  Is  it,  as  you  have  owned 
it,  a  care  by  penalties  to  make  men  outwardly  conform, 
and  without  any  faither  care  or  inquiry  to  presume  that 


A  Third  Letter  for  Toleration.  SSS 

they  do  it  upon  convictioiii  and  with  a  sincere  embrac- 
ing of,  and  obedience  to  the  truth  ?  But  if  the  honour 
of  God,  and  men*8  8alvation»  consists  not  in  an  out- 
ward conformity  to  any  religion,  but  in  something  far- 
ther ;  what  blessing  they  may  expect  whose  care  goes  so 
far,  and  then  presume  the  rest,  which  is  the  hardest  part« 
and  therefore  least  to  be^  presumed,  the  prophet  Jere- 
miah, chap,  xlviii.  10,  will  tell  you,  who  says,  **  Cursed 
'*  be  he  that  does  the  work  of  the  Lord  negligently : " 
which  those  who  think  it  is  the  magistrate's  business 
to  use  force  to  bring  men  heartily  to  embrace  the 
truth  that  must  sare  them,  were  best  seriously  to  con- 
sider. 

Your  next  paragraph  containing  nothing  but  posi- 
tions of  yours,  which  you  suppose  elsewhere  proved,  and 
I  elsewhere  examined,  it  is  not  fit  the  reader  should  be 
trouUed  any  farther  about  them. 

I  once  knew  a  gentleman,  who  having  cracked  him- 
self with  an  ungovernable  ambition^  could  never  after- 
wards hear  the  place  he  aimed  at  mentioned  without 
showing  marks  of  his  distemper.  I  know  not  what  the 
matter  is,  that  when  there  comes  in  your  way  but  the 
mention  of  secular  power  in  your  or  ecclesiastics  hands, 
you  cannot  contain  yourself:  we  have  instances  of  it  in 
other  parts  of  your  letter ;  and  here  again  you  fall  into 
a  fit,  which  since  it  produces  rather  marics  of  your  breed- 
ing, than  arguments  for  your  cause,  I  shall  leave  them 
as  they  are  to  the  reader,  if  you  can  make  them  go 
down  with  him  for  reasons  from  a  grave  man,  or  for 
a  sober  answer  to  what  I  say  in  that  and  the  following 
paragraph. 

Much-what  of  the  same  size  is  your  ingenious  reply 
to  what  I  say  in  the  next  paragraph,  viz.  "  That  com- 
monwealths, or  civil  societies  and  governments,  if 
you  will  believe  the  judicious  Mr*  Hooker,  are,  as 
St.  Peter  calls  them,  1  Pet.  ii.  18,  «k9p«7r»'vfi  xtiVk,  the 
*•  contrivance  and  institution  of  man."  To  which  you 
smartly  reply,  for  your  chokr  was  up,  •*  it  is  well  for 
•*  St  Peter  that  he  had  the  judicious  Mr.  Hooker  on 
**  his  side."  And  it  would  have  been  well  for  you  too 
to  have  seen  that  Mr.  Hooker's  authority  was  made  use 
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of  not  to  confirm  the  authority  of  St.  Peter^  but  to  con- 
firm that  sense  I  gave  of  St.  Peter's  words,  which  is  not 
80  clear  in  our  translation,  but  that  there  are  those  who, 
as  I  doubt  not  but  you  know,  do  not  allow  of  it.  But 
this  being  said  when  passion  it  seems  rather  employed 
your  wit  than  your  judgment,  though  nothing  to  the 
purpose,  may  yet  perhaps  indirectly  and  at  a  distance 
do  some  service. 

And  now,  sir,  if  you  can  but  imagine  that  men  in 
the  corrupt  state  of  nature  might  be  authorized  and  re- 
quired by  reason,  the  law  of  nature,  to  avoid  the  in- 
conveniendes  of  that  state,  and  to  that  purpose  to  put 
the  power  of  governing  them  into  some  one  or  more 
men's  hands,  in  such  forms,  and  under  such  agreements 
as  they  should  think  fit ;  (which  governors  so  set  over 
them  for  a  good  end  by  their  own  choice,  though  they 
received  all  their  power  from  those,  who  by  the  law  of 
nature  had  a  power  to  confer  it  on  them,  may  very  fitly 
be.  called  powers  ordained  of  God,  being  chosen  and 
apix)inted  by  those  who  had  authority  from  God  so  to 
do :  for  he  that  receives  commission,  limited  according 
to  the  discretion  of  him  that  gives  it,  from  another  who 
had  authority  from  his  prince  so  to  do,  may  truly  be 
said,  so  far  as  his  commission  reaches,  to  be  appointed 
or  ordained  by  the  prince  himself;)  it  may  serve  as  an 
answer  to  your  two  next  paragraphs,  and  to  show  that 
there  is  no  opposition  or  difficulty  in  all  that  St*  Peter, 
St.  Paul,  or  the  judicious  Mr.  Hooker,  says;  nor  any 
thing,  in  what  either  of  them  says,  to  your  purpose. 
And  though  it  be  true,  those  powers  that  are,  are  or- 
dained of  God ;  yet  it  may  nevertheless  be  true,  that 
the  power  any  one  has,  and  the  ends  for  which  he  has 
it,  may  be  by  the  contrivance  and  appointment  of 
men. 

To  my  saying,  *'  the  ends  of  commonwealths  ap- 
pointed by  the  institutors  of  tliem,  could  not  be  their 
spiritual  and  eternal  interest,  because  they  could  not 
stipulate  about  those  one  with  another,  nor  submit 
this  interest  to  the  power  of  the  society,  or  any  so- 
vereign they  should  set  over  them."  You  reply, 
very  true,  sir ;  but  they  can  submit  to  be  punished  in 
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**  their  temporal  interest,  if  they  despise  or  neglect  those 
**  greater  interests.**  How  they  can  submit  to  be  pu- 
nished by  any  men  in  their  temporal  interest,  for  that 
which  they  cannot  submit  to  be  judged  by  any  man, 
when  you  can  show,  I  shall  admire  your  {)olitics.  Be- 
sidesj  if  the  compact  about  matters  of  religion  be,  that 
those  should  be  punished  in  their  temporal,  who  neglect 
or  despise  their  eternal  interest ;  who  I  beseech  you  is 
by  this  agreement  rather  to  be  punished,  a  sober  dis- 
senter, who  appears  concerned  for  religion  and  his  sal- 
vation, or  an  irreligious  profane  or  debauched  con- 
formist? By  such  as  despise  or  neglect  those  greater  in- 
terests, you  here  mean  only  dissenters  from  the  national 
religion ;  for  those  only  you  punish,  though  you  repre- 
sent them  under  such  a  description  as  belongs  not  pe- 
culiarly to  them  ;  but  that  matters  not,  so  long  as  it  best 
suits  your  occasion. 

In  your  next  paragraph  you  wonder  at  my  news  from 
the  West-Indies ;  I  suppose  because  you  found  it  not  in 
your  books  of  Europe  or  Asia.  But  whatever  you  may 
think,  I  assure  you  all  the  world  is  not  Mile-end.  But 
that  you  may  be  no  more  surprised  with  news,  let  me 
ask  you,  whether  it  be  not  possible  that  men,  to  whom 
the  rivers  and  woods  afforded  the  spontaneous  provi- 
sions of  life,  and  so  with  no  private  possessions  of  land 
had  no  enlarged  desires  after  riches  or  power ;  should 
live'  together  in  society,  make  one  people  of  one  lan- 
guage under  one  chieftain,  who  shall  have  no  other 
power  but  to  command  them  in  time  of  common  war 
against  their  common  enemies,  without  any  municipal 
laws,  judges,  or  any  person  with  superiority  established 
amongst  them,  but  ended  all  their  private  differences,  if 
any  arose,  by  the  extemporary  determination  of  their 
neighbours,  or  of  arbitrators  chosen  by  the  parties :  I 
ask  you,  whether  in  such  a  commonwealth  the  chieftain 
who  was  the  only  man  of  authority  amongst  them,  had 
any  power  to  use  the  force  of  the  commonwealth  to  any 
other  end  but  the  defenc*e  of  it  against  an  enemy,  though 
other  benefits  were  attainable  by  it  ? 

VOL.  V,  ^ 
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The  paragraph  of  mine  to  which  you  mean  your  next 
for  an  answer^  shall  answer  for  itself. 
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L.  II.  p.  392.  "  You  quote  the 
author's  argument,  which  he 
brings  to  prove  that  the  care  of 
souls  is  not  committed  to  the 
magistrate  in  these  words  :  It 
is  not  committed  to  him  by- 
God,  because  it  appears  not  that 
God  has  ever  given .  any  such 
authority  to  one  man  over  an- 
other, as  to  compel  any  one  to 
his  religion.  This,  when  first 
I  read  it,  I  confess  I  thought  a 
good  argument.  But  you  say, 
this  is  quite  beside  the  business ; 
and  the  reason  you  give,  is,  for 
the  authority  of  the  magistrate 
is  not  authority  to  compel  any 
one  to  his  religion,  but  only  an 
authority  to  procure  all  his  sub- 
jects the  means  of  discovering 
the  way  of  salvation,  and  to  pro- 
cure withal^  as  much  as  in  him 
lies,  that  none  remain  ignorant 
of  it,  &c.  I  fear.  Sir,  you  for- 
get yourself.  The  author  was 
not  writing  against  your  new 
hypothesis,  before  it  was  known 
in  the  world.  He  may  be  ex- 
cused, if  he  had  not  the  gift  of 
prophecy,  to  argue  against  a 
notion  which  was  not  yet  stait- 
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L.  III.  p.  63.  As 
to  your  next  para- 
graph, I  think  I 
might  now  wholly 
pass  it  over.  I  shall 
only  tell  you,  that  as 
I  have  often  heard, 
so  I  hope  I  shall  al- 
ways hear  of  **  reli- 
gion established 
by  law."  For 
though  the  magi- 
strate's authority 
can  *^  add  no  force 
or  sanction  to  any 
religion,  whether 
true  or  false,  nor 
any  thing  to  the 
truth  or  validity 
of  his  own,  or  any 
religion  whatso- 
ever;" yet  I  think 
it  may  do  much  to- 
ward the  upholding 
and  preserving  the 
true  religion,  with- 
in his  jurisdiction ; 
and  in  that  re- 
spect may  properly 
enough  be  said  to 
establish  it. 
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ed.  He  had  in  view  only  the 
laws  hitherto  made,  and  the  punishments,  in  matters 
of  religion,  in  use  in  the  world.  The  penalties,  as  I 
take  it,  are  laid  on  men  for  being  of  different  ways 
of  religion :  which,,  what  is  it  other  but  to  compel 
them  to  relinquish  their  own,  and  to  conform  them- 
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•*  selves  to  that  from  which  they  differ  ?  If  this  he  not 
**  to  compel  them  to  the  magistrate's  religion,  pray  tell 
**  us  what  is  ?  This  must  be  necessarily  so  understood ; 
^  unless  it  can  be  supposed  that  the  law  intends  not  to 
^'  have  that  done,  which  with  penalties  it  commands 
^  to  be  done ;  or  that  punishments  are  not  compulsion, 
*'  not  that  compulsion  the  author  complains  of.  The 
**  law  says,  Do  this,  and  live ;  embrace  this  doctrine, 
^  conform  to  this  way  of  worship,  and  be  at  ease  and 
^^  free ;  or  else  be  fined,  imprisoned,  banished,  burned. 
^*  If  you  can  show  among  the  laws  that  have  been  made 
**  in  England  concerning  religion,  (and  I  think  I  may 
^  say  any-where  else,)  anyone  that  punishes  man  for  not 
*^  having  impartially  examined  the  religion  they  have 
•*  embraced  or  reftised,  I  think  I  may  yield  you  the 
^  cause.  Law^makers  have  been  generally  wiser  than 
^*  to  make  laws  that  could  not  be  executed :  and  there^ 
*'  fore  their  laws  were  against  nonconformists,  which 
*^  .could  be  known ;  and  not  for  impartial  examination, 
**  which  could  not.  It  was  not  then  beside  the  author's 
'*  business,  to  bring  an  argument  against  the  persecu- 
^*  tions  here  in  fashion.  He  did  not  know  that  any  one, 
wfio  was  so  free  as  to  acknowledge  that  the  magistrate 
has  not  an  authority  to  compel  any  one  to  his  reli- 
gion, and  thereby  at  once,  as  you  have  done,  give 
up  all  the  laws  now  in  force  against  the  dissenters ; 
had  yet  rods  in  store  for  them,  and  by  a  new  trick 
would  bring  them  under  the  lash  of  the  law,  when 
"  the  old  pretences  were  too  much  exploded  to  serve 
"  any  longer.  Have  you  never  heard  of  such  a  thing  as 
"  the  religion  established  by  law  ?  which  is  it  seems  the 
*^  lawful  religion  of  a  country,  and  to  be  complied 
**  with  as  such.  There  being  such  things,  such  notions 
•*  yet  in  the  world,  it  was  not  quite  beside  the  author's 
**  business  to  allege,  that  God  never  gave  such  autho- 
"  rity  to  one  man  over  another,  as  to  compel  any  one 
"  to  his  religion.  I  will  grant,  if  you  please,  religion 
"  established  by  law  is  a  pretty  odd  way  of  speaking  in 
•*  the  mouth  of  a  christian,  and  yet  it  is  much  in  fa- 
**  shion,  as  if  the  magistrate's  authority  could  add  any 
*  force  or  sanction  to  any  religion^  whether  true  or 

Q  2 
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false.  I  am  glad  to  find  you  have  so  far  considered 
the  magistrate's  authority,  that  you  agree  with  the 
author,  that  he  hath  none  to  compel  men  to  his  reli- 
gion. Much  less  can  he,  by  any  establishment  of 
law,  add  any  thing  to  the  truth  or  validity  of  his  own, 
or  any  religion  whatsoever.'' 


it 
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That  above  annexed  is  all  the  answer  yQu  think  this 
paragraph  of  mine  deserves.  But  yet  in  that  little  you 
isay,  you  must  give  me  leave  to  take  notice,  "  that  if, 
as  you  say,  the  magistrate's  authority  may  do  much 
towards  the  upholding  and  preserving  the  true  reli- 
gion within  his  jurisdiction  ; "  so  also  may  do  much 
towards  the  upholding  and  preserving  of  a  false  religion, 
and  in  that  respect,  if  you  say  true,  may  be  said  to  esta- 
blish it.  For  I  think  I  need  not  mind  you  here  again, 
that  it  must  unavoidably  depend  upon  his  opinion  what 
shall  be  established  for  true,  or  rejected  as  false. 

And  thus  you  have  my  thoughts  concerning  the  most 
material  of  what  you  say  touching  the  magistrate's  com- 
mission to  use  force  in  matters  of  religion,  together  with 
some  incident  places  in  your  answer,  which  I  have 
taken  notice  of  as  they  have  come  in  my  way. 


CHAPTER  III. 


fVho  are  to  be  punished  by  your  scheme. 

To  justify  the  largeness  of  the  author's  toleration, 
who  would  not  have  jews,  mahometans,  and  pagans 
excluded  from  the  civil  rights  of  the  commonwealth^ 
because  of  their  religion ;  I  said,  ^^  I  feared  it  will- 
"  hardly  be  believed,  that  we  pray  in  earnest  for  their 
"  conversion,  if  we  exclude  them  from  the  ordinary 
and  profitable  means  of  it,  either  by  driving  them 
from,  or  persecuting  them  when  they  are  amongst 
•^  ys."     You  reply ;    **  now  I  confess  I  thought  men 
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"  might  live  quietly  enough  among  us,  and  enjoy  the 
**  protection  of  the  government  against  all  violence  and 
''  injuries,  without  being  endenizened,  or  made  mem- 
''  hers  of  the  commonwealth ;  which  alone  can  entitle 
*'  them  to  the  civil  rights  and  privileges  of  it.  But  as 
**  to  jews,  mahometans,  and  pagans,  if  any  of  them 
^  do  not  care  to  live  among  us,  unless  they  may  be  ad- 
**  mitted  to  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the  common- 
**  wealth ;  the  refusing  them  that  favour  is  not,  I  sup- 
*'  pose,  to  be  looked  upon  as  driving  them  from  us,  or 
**  excluding  them  from  the  ordinary  and  probable  means 
**  of  conversion ;  but  as  a  just  and  necessary  caution  in 
**  a  christian  commonwealth,  in  respect  to  the  members 
**  of  it :  who,  if  such  as  profess  Judaism,  or  mahome- 
**  tanism,  or  paganism,  were  permitted  to  enjoy  the  same 
^  rights  with  them,  would  be  much  the  more  in  danger 
**  to  be  seduced  by  them;  seeing  they  would  lose  no 
"  worldly  advantage  by  such  a  change  of  their  religion  : 
"  whereas  if  they  could  not  turn  to  any  of  those  reli- 
**  gions,  without  forfeiting  the  civil  rights  of  the  com- 
•*  monwealth  by  doing  it,  it  is  likely  they  would  con- 
**  sider  well  before  they  did  it,  what  ground  there  was 
**  to  expect  that  they  should  get  any  thing  by  the  ex- 
change, which  would  countervail  the  loss  they  should 
sustain  by  it."  I  thought  protection  and  impunity 
of  men,  not  offending  in  civil  things,  might  have  been 
accounted  the  civil  rights  of  the  commonwealth,  which 
the  author  meant :  but  you  to  make  it  seem  more,  add 
the  word  privileges.  Let  it  be  so.  Live  amongst  you 
then  jews,  mahometans,  and  pagans  may ;  but  endeni- 
zened they  must  not  be.  But  why  ?  Are  there  not  those 
who  are  members  of  your  commonwealth,  who  do  not 
embrace  the  truth  that  must  save  them,  any  more  than 
they  ?  What  think  you  of  socinians,  papists,  anabaptists, 
quakers,  presbyterians  ?  If  they  do  not  reject  the  truth 
necessary  to  salvation,  why  do  you  punish  them  ?  Or  if 
some  that  are  in  the  way  to  perdition,  may  be  men^bers 
of  the  commonwealth,  why  must  these  be  excluded  upon 
the  account  of  religion  ?  For  I  think  there  is  no  great 
odds,  as  to  saving  of  souls,  which  is  the  only  end  for 
which  they  are  punished,  amongst  those  religions,  each 
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whereof  will  make  those  who  are  of  it  miss  salvation. 
Only  if  there  be  any  fear  of  seducing  those  who  are  of 
the  national  church,  the  danger  is  most  from  that  re- 
ligion which  comes  nearest  to  it,  and  most  resembles  it. 
However,  this  you  think,  **  but  a  just  and  necessary 
**  caution  in  a  christian  commonwealth  in  respect  of 
*^  the  members  of  it"  I  suppose,  for  you  love  to  speak 
doubtfully,  these  members  of  a  christian  commonwealth 
you  take  such  care  of,  are  members  also  of  the  natidnal 
church,  whose  religion  is  the  true;  and  therefore  you 
call  them  in  the  next  paragraph,  subjects  of  Christ's 
kingdom,  to  whom  he  has  a  special  regard.  For  dis- 
senters,  who  are  punished  to  be  made  good  christians, 
to  whom  force  is  used  *^  to  bring  them  to  the  true  re« 
**  ligion,  and  to  the  communion  of  the  church  of  God,*' 
it  is  plain  are  not  in  your  opinion  good  christians,  or 
of  the  true  religion ;  unless  you  punish  them  to  make 
them  what  they  are  already.  The  dissenters  therefore 
who  are  already  perverted,  and  reject  the  truth  that 
must  save  them,  you  are  not  I  suppose  so  careful  of,  lest 
they  should  be  seduced.  Those  who  have  already  the 
plague,  need  not  be  guarded  from  infection:  nor  can 
you  fear  that  men  so  desperately  perverse,  that  penalties 
and  punishments,  joined  to  the  light  and  strength  of 
the  truth,  have  not  been  able  to  bring  from  the  opi- 
nions  they  have  espoused  into  the  communion  of  the 
church,  should  be  seduced  to  Judaism,  mahometism,  or 
paganism,  neither  of  which  has  the  advantage  of  truth 
or  interest  to  prevail  by.  It  has  therefore  those  of  the 
national  church,  as  I  conclude  also  from  the  cloise  of 
this  paragraph,  where  you  speak  of  God*s  own  peculiar 
people,  whom  you  think  would  be  much  the  more  in 
danger  to  be  seduced  by  them,  if  they  were  endenizened,, 
since  they  would  lose  no  worldly  advantage  by  such  a 
change  of  their  religion,  i.  e.  by  quitting  the  national, 
church,  to  tui*n  jews,  mahometans,  or  pagans. 

This  shows,  whatever  you  say  of  the  sufficient  means, 
of  instruction  provided  by  the  law,  how  well  you  think 
the  members  of  the  national  church  are  instructed  in 
the  true  religion.  It  shows  also,  whatever  you  say  of 
its  being  presumable  that  they  embrace  it  upon  con- 
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Tiction,  how  much  you  are  satisfied  that  the  members 
of  the  pational  church  are  convinced  of  the  truth  of  the 
religion  they  profess,  or  rather  herd  with ;  since  you 
think  them  in  great  danger  to  change  it  for  judaisnv 
mahometanism,  or  paganism  itself  upon  equal  terms^ 
and  because  they  shall  lose  no  worldly  advantage  by  such 
a  change.  But  if  the  forfeiting  the  civil  rights  of  the 
commonwealth  be  the  proper  remedy  to  keep  men  in 
the  coinmunion  of  the  church,  why  is  it  used  to  keep 
men  from  Judaism  or  paganism^  and  not  from  fanatic* 
dsm  ?  Upon  this  account  why  might  not  jews,  pagans, 
and  mahometans  be  admitted  to  the  rights  of  the  com* 
mon wealth,  as  far  as  papists,  independents,  and  quakers  ? 
But  you  distribute  to  every  one  according  to  your  good 
pleasure ;  and  doubtless  are  fully  justified  by  these  fol- 
lowing w(Mrds :  "  And  whether  this  be  not  a  reasonable 
**  and  necessary  caution,  any  man  may  judge  who  does 
**  but  consider  within  how  few  ages  after  the  flood,  su^ 
perstition  and  idolatry  prevailed  over  the  world,  and 
how  apt  even  God's  own  peculiar  people  were  to  re- 
ceive that  mortal  infection,  notwithstanding  all  that 
he  did  to  keep  them  from  it.** 
What  the  state  of  religion  was  in  the  first  ages  after 
the  floods  is  so  imperfectly  kown  now,  that,  as  I  have 
showed  you  in  another  place,  you  can  make  little  ad- 
vantage to  your  cause  from  thence.  And  since  it  was 
the  same  corruption  then,  which,  as  you  own,  with- 
draws men  now  from  the  true  religion,  and  hinders  it 
from  prevailing  by  its  own  light,  without  the  assistance 
of  force ;  and  it  is  the  same  corruption  that  keeps  dis- 
senters, as  well  as  jews,  mahometans,  and  pagans,  from 
embracing  of  the  truth ;  why  different  degrees  of  pu- 
nishments should  be  used  to  them,  till  there  be  found  in 
them  different  degrees  of  obstinacy,  would  need  some 
better  reason.  Why  this  common  pravity  of  human 
nature  should  make  Judaism,  mahometism,  or  paganism 
more  catching  than  any  sort  of  nonconformity,  which 
hinders  men  from  embracing  the  true  religion ;  so  that 
jews,  mahometans,  and  pagans  must,  for  fear  of  infect- 
ing others,  be  shut  out  from  the  commonwealth,  when 
others  are  not ;  I  would  fain  know  ?    Whatever  it  was 
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that  so  disposed  the  jews  to  idolatry  before  the  capti- 
yityi  sure  it  is,  they  firmly  resisted  it»  and  refused  to 
change,  not  only  where  they  might  have  done  it  on  equal 
terms,  but  have  had  great  advantage  to  boot ;  and  there- 
fore it  is  possible  that  there  is  something  in  this  matter, 
which  neither  you  nor  I  do  fully  comprehend,  and  may 
with  a  becoming  humility  sit  down  and  confess,  that 
in  this,  as  well  as  other  parts  of  his  providence,  Grod's 
ways  are  past  finding  out.  But  of  this  we  may  be  cer- 
tain from  this  instance  of  the  jews,  that  it  is  not  rea- 
sonable to  conclude,  that  because  they  were  once 
inclined  to  idolatry,  that  therefore  they,  or  any  other 
people,  are  in  danger  to  turn  pagans,  whenever  they  shall 
lose  no  worldly  advantage  by  such  a  change.  But  if  we 
may  oppose  nearer  and  known  instances  to  more  remote 
and  uncertain,  look  into  the  world,  and  tell  me,  since 
Jesus  Christ  brought  life  and  immortality  to  light  through 
the  gospel,  where  the  christian  religion  meeting  Judaism, 
mahometism,  or  paganism  upon  equal  terms,  lost  so 
plainly  by  it,  that  you  have  reason  to  suspect  the  mem- 
bers of  a  christian  commonwealth  would  be  in  danger 
to  be  seduced  to  either  of  them,  if  they  should  lose  no 
worldly  advantage  by  such  a  change  of  their  religion, 
rather  than  likely  to  increase  among  them  ?  Till  you 
can  find  them  some  better  reason  for  excluding  jews,  &c. 
from  the  rights  of  the  commonwealth,  you  must  give 
us  leave  to  look  on  this  as  a  bare  pretence.  Besides,  I 
think  you  are  under  a  mistake,  which  shows  your  pre- 
tence against  admitting  jews,  mahometans,  and  pagans 
to  the  civil  rights  of  the  commonwealth,  is  ill  ground- 
ed ;  for  what  law  I  pray  is  there  in  England,  that  they 
who  turn  to  any  of  those  religions,  forfeit  the  civil 
rights  of  the  commonwealth  by  doing  it  ?  Such  a  •  law 
I  desire  you  to  show  me ;  and  if  you  cannot,  all  this 
pretence  is  out  of  doors,  and  men  of  your  church,  since 
on  that  account  they  would  lose  no  worldly  advantage 
by  the  change,  are  in  as  much  danger  to  be  seduced, 
whether  jews,  mahometans,  and  pagans  are  endenizened 
or  no. 

But  that  you  may  not  be  thought  too  gracious,  you 
tell  us,  '*  That  as  to  pagans  particularly,  you  are  so  far 
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"  irom  thinking  that  they  ought  not  to  be  excluded 
**  from  the  civil  rights  of  the  coromonfirealth,  because 
^  of  their  religion » that  you  cannot  see  how  their  reli- 
''  gion  can  be  suffered  by  any  commonwealth  that 
'*  knows  and  worships  the  only  true  Gkxl,  if  they  would 
^  be  thought  to  retain  any  jealousy  for  his  honour,  or 
•*  even  for  that  of  human  nature.**  Thus  then  you  or- 
der the  matter ;  jews  and  mahometans  may  be  permit* 
ted  to  live  in  a  christian  commonwealth  with  the  exer- 
cise of  their  religion,  but  not  be  endenizened :  pagans 
may  also  be  permitted  to  live  there,  but  not  to  have 
the  exercise  of  their  religion,  nor  be  endenizened. 

This  according  to  the  best  of  my  apprehension  is  the 
sense  of  your  words ;  for  the  clearness  of  your  thoughts, 
or  your  cause,  does  not  always  suffer  you  to  speak  plainly 
and  directly ;  as  here,  having  been  speaking  a  whole 
page  l)efore  what  usage  the  persons  of  jews,  mahome- 
tans, and  pagans,  were  to  have,  you  on  a  sudden  tell  us 
their  religion  is  not  to  be  suffered,  but  say  not  what 
must  be  done  with  their  persons.  For  do  you  think  it 
reasonable  that  men  who  have  any  religion,  should  live 
amongst  you  without  the  exercise  of  that  religion,  in 
order  to  their  conversion  ?  which  is  no  other  but  to 
make  them  downright  irreligious,  and  render  the  very 
notion  of  a  deity  insigni6cant,  and  of  no  influence  to 
them  in  order  to  their  conversion.  It  being  less  dan- 
gerous to  religion  in  general  to  have  men  ignorant  of  a 
deity,  and  so  without  any  religion  ;  than  to  have  them 
acknowledge  a  superiour  Being,  but  yet  to  teach  or  al- 
low them  to  neglect  or  refuse  worshipping  him  in  that 
way,  that  they  believe  he  requires,  to  render  them  ac- 
ceptable to  him :  it  being  a  great  deal  less  fault  (and 
that  which  we  were  every  one  of  us  once  guilty  of)  to 
be  ignorant  of  him,  than  acknowledging  a  GoA,  not  to 
pay  him  the  honour  which  we  think  due  to  him.  I  do 
not  see  therefore  how  those  who  retain  any  jealousy  for 
the  honour  of  God,  can  permit  men  to  live  amongst 
them  in  order  to  their  conversion,  and  require  of  them 
not  to  honour  God,  according  to  the  best  of  their  know- 
ledge :  unless  you  think  it  a  preparation  to  your  true 
religion,  to  require  men  sensibly  and  knowingly  to  af- 
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front  the  Deity ;  and  to  persuade  them  that  the  religion 
you  would  bring  them  to,  can  allow  men  to  make  bold 
with  the  sense  thejr  have  of  him,  and  to  refuse  him  the 
honour  which  in  their  consciences  they  are  persuaded  is 
due  to  him,  and  which  must  to  them  and  every  body 
else  appear  inconsistent  with  all  religion*  Since  there* 
fore  to  admit  their  persons  without  the  exercise  of  their 
religion,  cannot  be  reasonable,  nor  conducing  to  their 
conversion  \  if  the  exercise  of  their  religion,  as  you 
say,  be  not  to  be  suffered  amongst  us,  till  they  are  con* 
verted,  I  do  not  .see  how  their  persons  can  be  suffered 
amongst  us,  if  that  exception  must  be  added^  till  they 
are  converted ;  and  whether  then  they  are  not  excluded 
from  the  ordinary  means  of  conversion)  I  leave  you  to 
consider* 

I  wonder  this  necessity  had  not  made  you  think  on 
another  way  of  their  havmg  the  ordinary  means  of  con- 
version, without  their  living  amongst  us,  that  way  by 
which  in  the  beginning  of  Christianity  it  was  brought  to 
the  heathen  world  by  the  travels  and  preaching  of  the 
apostles.  But  the  successors  of  the  apostles  are  not,  it 
seems,  successors  to  this  part  of  the  commission,  Go 
and  teach  all  nations.  And  indeed  it  is  one  thing  to 
be  an  ambassador  from  God  to  people  that  are  already 
converted,  and  have  provided  good  benefices ;  another 
to  be  an  ambassador  ft'om  heaven  in  a  country  where  you 
have  neither  the  countenance  of  the  magistrate,  nor  the 
devout  obedience  of  the  people.  And  who  sees  not 
how  one  is  bound  to  be  zealous  for  the  propagating  of 
the  true  religion,  and  the  convincing,  converting,  and 
saving  of  souls  in  a  country  where  it  is  established  by 
law  ?  who  can  doubt  but  that  there  those  who  talk  so 
much  of  it  are  in  earnest  ?  Though  yet  some  men  will 
hardly  forbear  doubting,  that  those  men,  however  they 
pray  for  it,  are  not  much  concerned  for  the  conversion 
of  pagans,  who  will  neither  go  to  them  to  instruct  them, 
nor  suffer  them  to  come  to  us  for  the  means  of  conver- 
sion. 

It  is  true  what  you  say,  *'  what  pagans  call  religion 
^'  is  abomination  to  the  Almighty.''  But  if  that  re- 
quires any  thing  from  those  wl^  retain  any  jealousy  for 
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the  honour  of  God»  it  is  tomething  more  than  barely 
about  the  place  where  those  abominations  shall  be  com-' 
mitted.  The  true  concern  for  the  honour  of  God  is 
not,  that  idolatry  should  be  shut  out  of  England,  but 
that  it  should  be  lessened  every ^wherOi  and  by  the  light 
and  preaching  of  the  gospel  be  banished  out  of  the 
world.  If  pagans  and  idolaters  are,  as  you  say,  the 
**  greatest  dishonour  conceivable  to  God  almighty/' 
they  are  as  much  so  on  the  other  side  of  Tweed,  or  the 
sea,  as  on  this ;  for  he  from  his  throne  equally  beholds 
all  the  dwellers  upon  earth.  Those  therefore  whD  are 
truly  jealous  for  the  honour  of  God,  will  not,  upon  the 
account  of  his  honour,  be  concerned  for  their  being  in 
this  or  that  place,  while  there  are  idolaters  in  the  world  i 
but  that  the  number  of  those  who  are  such  a  dishonour 
to  him,  should  every  day  be  as  much  as  possible  dimi-» 
nished,  and  they  be  brought  to  give  him  his  due  tribute 
of  honour  and  praise  in  a  right  way  of  worship.  It  is 
in  this  that  a  jealousy,  which  is  in  earnest  for  God's  ho* 
nour,  truly  shows  itself,  in  wishing  and  endeavouring  to 
abate  the  abomination,  and  drive  idolatry  out  of  the 
world ;  not  in  driving  idolaters  out  of  any  one  country,* 
or  sending  them  away  to  places  and  company,  where 
they  shall  find  more  encouragement  to  it  It  is  a  strange 
jealousy  for  the  honour  of  God,  that  looks  not  beyond 
such  a  mountain  or  river  as  divides  a  christian  and  pa* 
gan  country.  Wherever  idolatry  is  committed,  there 
God's  honour  is  concerned ;  and  thither  men's  jealousy 
for  his  honour,  if  it  be  sincere  indeed,  will  extend,  imd 
be  in  pain  to  lessen  and  take  away  the  provocation.  But 
the  i^ce  God  is  provoked  and  dishonoured  in,  which 
is  a  narrow  consideration  in  respect  of  the  Lord  of  all 
the  earth,  will  no  otherwise  employ  their  zeal,  who  are 
in  earnest,  than  as  it  may  more  or  less  conduce  to  their 
conversion  of  the  offenders* 

But  if  your  jealousy  for  the  honour  of  God  engages 
you  so  far  against  men's  committing  idolatry  in  certain 
places,  that  you  think  those  ought  to  be  excluded  from 
the  rights  of  the  commonwealth,  and  not  to  be  suffered 
to  be  denizens,  who,  according  to  that  place  in  the  Ro« 
mans  brought  by  you,  are  *'  without  excuse,  because 
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**  when  they  knew  God,  they  glorified  him  not  as  God, 
**  but  became  vain  in  their  imagination,  and  changed 
**  the  glory  of  the  incoiTuptible  God  into  an  image 
**  made  like  to  corruptible  man.**  I  shall  only  change 
some  of  the  words  in  the  text  you  cite  of  Isaiah^  **  I 
**  have  baked  part  thereof  on  the  coals,  and  eaten  it, 
*^  and  shall  I  make  the  residue  thereof  a  God  ?  shall  I 
^  fall  down  to  that  which  comes  of  a  plant  ?  "  and  so 
leave  them  with  you  to  consider  whether  your  jealousy 
in  earnest  carries  you  so  far  as  you  talk  of;  and  whe- 
ther when  you  have  looked  about  you,  you  are  still  of 
the  mind,  that  those  who  do  such  things  shall  be  dis- 
franchised and  sent  away,  and  the  exercise  of  no  such 
religion  be  any-where  permitted  amongst  us  ?  for  those 
things  are  no  less  an  abomination  to  God  under  a  chris- 
tian than  pagan  name.  One  word  more  I  have  to  say 
to  your  jealousy  for  the  honour  of  God,  that  if  it  be 
any  thing  more  than  in  talk,  it  will  set  itself  no  less 
earnestly  against  other  abominations,  and  the  practisers 
of  them;  than  against  that  of  idolatry. 

As  to  that  in  Job  xxxi.  26,  27,  28,  where  he  says 
*^  idolatry  is  to  be  punished  by  the  judge ;  '*  this  place 
alone  were  there  no  other,  is  sufficient  to  confirm  their 
opinion,  who  conclude  that  book  writ  by  a  jew.  And 
how  little  the  punishing  of  idolatry  in  that  common- 
wealth concerns  our  present  case,  I  refer  you  for  in- 
formation to  the  author's  letter.  But  how  does  your 
jealousy  for  the  honour  of  God  carry  you  to  an  exclu- 
sion of  the  pagan  religion  from  amongst  you,  but  yet 
admit  of  the  Jewish  and  mahometan  ?  Or  is  not  the 
honour  of  (rod  concerned  in  their  denying  our  Sa- 
viour ? 

If  we  are  to  look  upon  Job  to  have  been  writ  before 
the  time  of  Moses,  as  the  author  would  have  it,  p.  82, 
and  so  by  a  stranger  to  the  commonwealth  of  Israel ;  it 
is  plain  the  general  apostacy  he  lays  so  much  stress  on, 
was  not  spread  so  far,  but  that  there  was  a  govern- 
ment by  his  own  confession,  established  out  of  Judea, 
free  from,  nay  zealous  against  idolatry :  and  why  there 
might  not  be  many  more  as  well  as  this,  which  we  hear 
of  but  by  chance,  it  will  concern  him  to  show. 
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You  go  on,  '^  But  as  to  the  converting  jews,  maho- 
'*  metansy  and  pagans  to  Christianity,  I  fear  there  will 
^*  be  no  great  progress  made  in  it,  till  christians  come 
*^  to  a  better  agreement  and  union  among  themselves. 
**  I  am  sure  our  Saviour  prayed  that  all  that  should 
'*  believe  in  him,  might  be  one  in  the  Father  and  him.** 
(i.  e.  I  suppose  in  that  holy  religion  which  he  taught 
them  from  the  Father)  that  the  world  might  believe 
that  the  Father  had  sent  him  :  "  and  therefore  when 
^*  he  comes  to  make  inquisition,  why  no  more  jews, 
'*  mahometans,  and  pagans  have  been  converted  to  his 
*'  religion ;  I  very  much  fear,  that  a  great  part  of  the 
^^  blame  will  be  found  to  lie  upon  the  authors  and  pro* 
'^  motcrs  of  sects  and  divisions  among  the  professors 
*^  of  it :  which  therefore,  I  think,  all  that  are  guilty, 
'^  and  all  that  would  not  be  guilty,  ought  well  to  con- 
•*  sider." 

I  easily  grant  that  **  our  Saviour  prayed  that  all 
'^  might  be  one  in  that  holy  religion  which  he  taught 
*'  them;"  and  in  that  very  prayer  teaches  what  that 
religion  is^  *^  This  is  life  eternal,  that  they  might  know 
''  thee  the  only  true  God,  and  Jesus  Christ  whom  thou 
^  hast  sent."  John  xvii.  3,  But  must  it  be  expected, 
that  therefore  they  should  all  be  of  one  mind  in  things 
not  necessary  to  salvation  ?  for  whatever  unity  it  was  our 
Saviour  prayed  for  here,  it  is  certain  the  apostles  them- 
selves did  not  all  of  them  agree  in  every  thing :  but 
even  the  chief  of  them  have  had  differences  amongst 
them  in  matters  of  religion,  as  appears.  Gal.  ii.  11. 

An  agr^ment  in  truths  necessaiy  to  salvation,  and 
the  maintaining  of  charity  and  brotherly  kindness  with 
the  diversity  of  opinions  in  other  things,  is  that  which 
will  very  well  consist  with  christian  unity,  and  is  all 
possibly  to  be  had  in  this  world,  in  such  an  incurable 
weakness  and  difference  of  men's  understandings.  This 
probably  would  contribute  more  to  the  conversion  of 
jews,  mahometans,  and  pagans,  if  there  were  proposed 
to  them  and  others,  for  their  admittance  into  the  church, 
only  the  plain  simple  truths  of  the  gospel  necessary  to 
salvation,  than  all  the  fruitless  pudder  and  talk  about 
uniting  christians  in  matters  of  less  moment,  accord^ 
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ing  to  the  draught  and  prescription  of  a  certain  set  of 
men  any-where. 

*^  What  blame  will  lie  on  the  authors  and  promoters 
*^  of  sects  and  divisions/'  and,  let  me  add,  animosities 
amongst  christians,  **  when  Christ  comes  to  make  in- 
**  quisition  why  no  more  jews^  mahometans,  and  pa- 
*♦  gans  were  converted,  they  who  are  concerned  ought 
•*  certainly  well  to  consider."  And  to  abate  in  great 
measure  this  mischief  for  the  future,  they  who  talk  so 
much  of  sects  and  divisions,  would  do  well  to  consider 
too,  whether  those  are  not  most  authors  and  promoters 
of  sects  and  divisions,  who  impose  creeds,  and  ceremo- 
nies and  articles  of  men's  making ;  and  make  things  not 
necessary  to  salvation,  the  necessary  terms  of  commu- 
nion, excluding  and  driving  from  them  such  as  out  of 
conscience  and  persuasion  cannot  assent  and  submit  to 
them  ;  and  treating  them  as  if  they  were  utter  aliens 
from  the  church  of  Grod,  and  such  as  were  deservedly 
shut  out  as  unfit  to  be  members  of  it :  who  narrow 
christianitv  within  bounds  of  their  own  making,  which 
the  gospel  knows  nothing  of;  and  often,  for  things  by 
themselves  confessed  indifferent,  thrust  men  out  of  their 
communion,  and  then  punish  them  for  not  being  of  it. 

Who  sees  not,  but  the  bond  of  unity  might  be  pre^ 
served,  in  the  different  persuasions  of  men  concerning 
things  not  necessary  to  salvation,  if  they  were  not  made 
necessary  to  church  communion  ?  What  two  thinking 
men  of  the  church  of  England  are  there,  who  differ  not 
one  from  the  other  in  several  material  points  of  religion, 
who  nevertheless  are  members  of  the  same  church,  and 
in  unity  one  with  another  ?  Make  but  one  of  those 
points  the  shibboleth  of  a  party,  and  erect  it  into  an 
article  of  the  national  church,  and  they  are  presently 
divided ;  and  he  of  the  two,  whose  judgment  happens 
not  to  agree  with  national  orthodoxy,  is  immediately 
cut  off  from  communion.  Who  I  beseech  you  is  it  in 
this  case  that  makes  the  sect  ?  Is  it  not  those  who  con- 
tract the  church  of  Christ  within  limits  of  their  own 
contrivance  ?  who,  by  articles  and  ceremonies  of  their 
own  forming,  separate  from  their  communion  all  that 
have  not  persuasions  which  just  jump  with  their  model? 
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It  is  fiiTolous  here  to  pretend  authority.  No  man 
has  or  can  have  authority  to  shut  any  one  out  of  the 
eburch  of  Christ,  for  that  for  which  Christ  himself  will 
not  shut  him  out  of  heaven.  Whosoever  does  so,  is 
truly  the  author  and  promoter  of  schism  and  division, 
sets  up  a  sect,  and  tears  in  pieces  the  church  of  Christ, 
of  which  every  one  who  believes,  and  practises  what  is 
necessary  to  salvation,  is  a  part  and  member;  and 
cannot,  without  the  guilt  of  schism,  be  separated  from^ 
or  kept  out  of  its  external  communion.  In  this  **  lording 
"  it  over  the  heritage  of  God,"  1  Pet.  v.  9,  S,  and  thus 
over-seeing  by  imposition  on  the  unwilling,  and  not 
consenting,  (which  seems  to  be  the  meaning  of  St.  Peter,) 
most  of  the  lasting  sectfr  which  so  mangle  Christianity, 
had  their  original,  and  continue  to  have  their  support : 
and  were  it  not  for  these  established  sects  under  the  spe* 
cious  names  of  national  churches,  which,  by  their  con* 
tracted  and  arbitrary  limits  of  communion,  justify  against 
themselves  the  separation  and  like  narrowness  of  others; 
the  difference  of  opinions  which  do  not  so  much  begin 
to  be,  as  to  appear  and  be  owned  under  toleration,  would 
either  make  no  select  nor  division  ;  or  else,  if  they  were 
so  extravagant  as  to  be  opposite  to  what  is  necessary  to 
salvation,  and  so  necessitate  a  separation,  the  clear  light 
of  the  gospel,  joined  with  a  strict  discipline  of  manners, 
would  quickly  chase  them  out  of  the  world.  But  whilst 
needless  impositions  and  moot  points  in  divinity  are 
established  by  the  penal  laws  of  kingdoms,  and  the  spe- 
cious pretences  of  authority  ;  what  hope  is  there,  that 
there  should  be  such  an  union  amongst  christians  any- 
where, as  might  invite  a  rational  Turk  or  infidel  to 
embrace  a  religion,  whereof  he  is  told  they  have  a  re- 
velation from  God,  which  yet  in  some  places  he  is  not 
suffered  to  read,  and  in  no  place  shall  he  be  permitted 
to  understand  for  himself,  or  to  follow  according  to  the 
best  of  his  understanding,  when  it  shall  at  all  thwart 
(though  in  things  confessed  not  necessary  to  salvation) 
any  of  those  select  points  of  doctrine,  discipline,  or  out« 
ward  worship,  whereof  the  national  church  has  been 
pleased  to  make  up  its  articles,  polity,  and  ceremonies  ? 
And  I  ask,  what  a  sober  sensible  heathen  must  think  of 
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the  divisions  amongst  christians  not  owing  to  toleration^ 
if  he  should  find  in  an  island,  where  Christianity  seems 
to  be  in  its  greatest  purity,  the  south  and  north  parts 
establishing  churches  upon  the  differences  of  only  whe- 
ther fewer  or  more,  thus  and  thus  chosen,  should  go- 
vern ;  though  the  revelation  they  both  pretend  to  be 
their  rule,  say  nothing  directly  one  way  or  the  other : 
each  contending  with  so  much  eagerness,  that  they  deny 
each  other  to  be  churches  of  Christ,  that  is,  in  effect, 
to  be  true  christians?  To  which  if  one  should  add  tran- 
substantiation,  consubstantiation,  real  presence,  articles 
and  distinctions  set  up  by  men  without  authority  from 
scripture ;  and  other  less  differences,  which  good  chris- 
tians may  dissent  about  without  endangering  their  sal- 
vation, established  by  law  in  the  several  parts  of  Chris- 
tendom :  I  ask,  whether  the  magistrates  interposing  in 
matters  of  religion,  and  establishing  national  churches 
by  the  force  and  penalties  of  civil  laws,  with  their  dis- 
tinct (and  at  home  reputed  necessary)  confessions  and 
ceremonies,  do  not  by  law  and  power  authorize  and 
perpetuate  sects  among  christians,  to  the  great  pi^ju- 
dice  of  Christianity,  and  scandal  to  infidels,  more  than 
any  thing  that  can  arise  from  a  mutual  toleration,  with 
charity  and  a  good  life  ? 

Those  who  have  so  much  in  their  mouths,  '^  the  au- 
'*  thors  of  sects  and  divisions,"  with  so  little  advantage 
to  their  cause,  I  shall  desire  to  consider,  whether  na- 
tional churches  established  as  now  they  are,  are  not  as 
much  sects  and  divisions  in  Christianity^  as  smaller  col- 
lections, under  the  name  of  distinct  churches,  are  in 
respect  of  the  national  ?  Only  with  this  difference,  that 
these  subdivisions  and  discountenanced  sects,  wanting 
power  to  enforce  their  peculiar  doctrines  and  discipline, 
usually  live  more  friendly  like  christians,  and  seem  only 
to  demand  christian  liberty ;  whereby  there  is  less  ap- 
pearance of  unchristian  division  among  them ;  whereas 
those  national  sects,  being  backed  by  the  civil  power, 
which  they  never  fail  to  make  use  of,  at  least  as  a  pre- 
tence of  authority  over  their  brethren,  usually  breathe 
out  nothing  but  force  and  persecution,  to  the  great  re- 
proach, shame,  and  dishonour  of  the  christian  religion. 
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I  said,  **  that  if  the  magistrates  would  severely  and 
''  impartially  set  themselves  against  vice  in  whomsoever 
*'  it  is  found,  and  leave  men  to  their  own  consciences 
"  in  their  articles  of  faith,  and  ways  of  worship,  true 
*'  religion  would  spread  wider,  and  be  more  fruitful  in 
**  the  lives  of  its  professors  than  ever  hitherto  it  has 
**  done  by  the  imposing  of  creeds  and  ceremonies.'* 
Here  I  call  only  immorality  of  manners,  vice;  you  on 
the  contrary,  in  your  answer,  give  the  name  of  vice  to 
errours  in  opinion,  and  difference  in  ways  of  worship 
from  the  national  church :   for  this  is  the  matter  in 
question  l)etween  us,  express  it  as  you  please.      This 
being  a  contest  only  about  the  signification  of  a  short 
syllable  in  the  English  tongue,  we  must  leave  to  the 
masters  of  that  language  to  judge  which  of  these  two  is 
the  proper  use  of  it.     But  yet,*  from  my  using  the  word 
vice,  you  conclude  presently,  taking  it  in  your  sense^ 
not  mine,  that  the  magistrate  has  a  power  in  England, 
for  England  we  are  speaking  of,  to  punish  dissenters 
from  the  national  religion,  because  it  is  a  vice.     I  will, 
if  you  please,  in  what  I  said,  change  the  word  vice  into 
that  I  meant  by  it,  and  say  thus,  if  the  magistrates  will 
severely  and  impartially  set  themselves  against  the  dis- 
honesty and  debauchery  of  men's  lives,  and  such  im- 
moralities as  I  contra-distinguish  from  errours  in  spe- 
culative opinions   of  religion,  and    ways  of  worship; 
and  then  pray  see  how  your  answer  will  look,  for  thus 
it  runs :  '^  It  seems  then  with  you  the  rejecting  the  true 
*'  religion,  and  refusing  to  worship  God  in  decent  ways 
•*  prescribed  by  those  to  whom  God  has  left  the  order- 
"  ing  of  those  matters,  are  not  comprehended  in  the 
**  name  vice."     But  you  tell  me,  "  If  I  except  these 
<'  things,  and  will  not  allow  them  to  be  called  by  the 
**  name  of  vice,  perhaps  other  men  may  think  it  as 
'<  reasonable  to  except  some  other  things  [i.  e.  from 
*'  being  called  vices]  which  they  have  a  kindness  for : 
**  for  instance,  some  may  perhaps  except  arbitrary  di- 
**  vorce,  polygamy,   concubinage,    simple    fornication; 
**  or  marrying  within  degress  thought  forbidden.**     Let 
them  except  these,  and  if  you  will,  drunkenness,  theft 
and  murder  too,  from  the  name  of  vice ;  nay,  call  them 
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4irtii«8 1  will  they,  by  their  calUqg  them  IP5  be  exempt 
from  the  magiiitrfite'9  pew^r  of  punishing  themf  Or 
can  they  claim  an  impunity  by  what  I  have  f^aid  ?  Will 
these  immoralities  by  the  names  any  one  shall  givci  or 
forbear  to  give  them«  ^*  l^eoome  articles  of  faith»  or  ways 
♦*  of  worship  I ""  Which  is  all,  as  I  expressly  say  in  the 
words  you  here  cite  of  mine,  that  I  would  have  the 
magistrates  leave  men  to  their  own  conscience^  in,  But» 
sir,  you  have,  for  me,  liberty  of  conscience  to  use  words 
in  what  sense  yoq  please :  only  I  thinkj  where  another 
Is  concernedi  it  savours  more  of  ingenuity  and  love  of 
truth,  rather  to  mind  the  sense  of  him  that  speakSf  than 
to  make  a  dust  and  noise  with  a  mistaken  word,  if  any 
9uch  advantage  were  given  you. 

You  say,  ^  that  some  men  would  through  carelessness 
*<  never  acquaint  themselves  with  the  truths  which  must 
^  save  them,  without  being  forced  to  do  it,  which  (you 
'^  suppose)  may  be  very  true,  notwithstanding  that  (as 
**  I  say)  some  are  called  at  the  third  hour,  some  at  the 
**  ninth,  and  some  at  the  eleventh  hour ;  and  whenever 
*'  they  are  called,  they  embrace  all  the  truths  necessary 
'*  to  salvation.  At  least  I  do  not  show  why  it  may  not : 
*'  and  therefore  this  may  be  no  slip,  for  any  thing  I 
*^  have  said  to  prove  it  to  be  one."  This  I  take  not  to 
be  an  answer  to  my  aigument,  which  was,  that,  since 
some  are  not  called  till  the  eleventh  hour,  nobody  can 
know  who  those  are,  **  who  would  never  acquaint  them* 
"  selves  with  those  truths  that  must  save  them,  without 
**  force,"  which  is  therefore  necessary,  and  may  indi- 
rectly and  at  a  distance  do  them  some  service.  Whether 
that  was  my  argument  or  no,  I  leave  the  reader  to  judge : 
but  that  you  may  not  mistake  it  now  again,  I  tell  you 
here  it  is  so,  and  needs  another  answer. 

Your  way  of  using  punishments  in  short  is  this,  that 
all  that  conform  not  to  the  national  church,  where  it  is 
true,  as  in  England,  should  be  punished;  what  for? 
*^  to  make  them  consider.**  This  I  told  you  had  some* 
thing  of  impracticable.  To  which  you  reply,  that  you 
used  the  word  only  in  another  sense,  which  I  mistook. 
Whether  I  mistook  your  meaning  in  the  use  of  that  word 
or  no,  or  whether  it  was  natural  so  tQ  take  it,  or  whe- 
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tlier  that  opiDion  which  I  charged  on  you  by  that'  tnifi-^ 
take,  when  jou  tell  us,  ^that  not  exanifaiing,  is  indeed 
**  the  next  end  for  which  they  are  punished/'  be  not 
your  opinion,  let  us  Ieave*to  the  reader ;  for  when  you 
have  that  word  in  what  sense  you  please,  what  I  said 
wiU  be  nevertheless  true,  viz.  **  That  to  punish  dissent- 
**  erSy  as  dissenters,  to  make  them  consider,  has  soqie- 
**  thing  impracticable  in  it,  unless  not  to  be  of  the  na- 
^  tional  religion,  and  not  to  consider,  be  the  same 
*^  thing.**  These  words  you  answer  nothing  to,  having 
as  you  thought  a  great  advantage  of  talking  about  my 
mistake  of  your  word  only.  But  unless  you  will  sup- 
pose, not  to  be  of  the  national  diurch,  and  not  to  con- 
sider, be  the  same  thing,  it  will  follow,  that  to  punish 
dissenters,  as  dissenters,  to  make  them  consider,  has 
something  of  impracticable  in  it. 

The  law  punishes  all  dissenters :  for  what  ?  To  make 
them  all  conform,  that's  evident;  to  what  end?  To 
make  them  all  consider,  say  you :  that  cannot  be,  for  it 
says  nothing  of  it ;  nor  is  it  certain  that  all  dissenters 
have  not  considered ;  nor  is  there  any  care  taken  by  the 
law  to  inquire  whether  they  have  considered,  whep  they 
do  conform ;  yet  this  B*as  the  end  intended  by  the  ina«- 
gistrate.  So  then  with  you  it  is  practicable  and  allow-* 
able  in  making  laws,  for  the  legislator  to  lay  punish-* 
ments  by  law  on  men,  for  an  end  which  they  may  be 
%norant  of,  for  he  says  nothing  of  it;  on  men,  whom 
he  never  takes  care  to  inquire,  whether  they  have  done 
it  or  no,  before  he  relax  the  punishment,  which  had  no 
other  next  end  but  to  make  them  do  it.  But  though 
he  says  nothing  of  considering,  in  laying  on  the  penal- 
tiesy  nor  aslu  any  thing  about  it,  when  he  takes  them 
off;  yet  every  body  must  understand  that  he  so  meant 
iU  Sir,  Sancho  Pancha,  in  the  govern  meot  of  his 
island,  did  not  expect  that  men  should  understand  his 
meaning  by  his  gaping :  but  in  another  island  it  seems, 
if  you  had  the  management,  yon  would  not  think  it  to 
have  any  thing  of  impracticable  or  impolitic  in  it :  for 
how  for  the  provision  of  means  of  instruction  takes 
this  off,  we  shall  see  in  another  place.  And,  lastly,  to 
lay  puniriiments  on  oauen  tot  an  end  which  is  already  at- 
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tained,  for  some  among  the  dissenters  may  have  con- 
sidered, is  what  other  law-makers  look  on  as  impracti- 
cable, or  at  least  unjust.  But  to  this  you  answer,  in 
your  usual  way  of  circle,  That  "  if"  I  "  suppose  you 
^  are  for  punishing  dissenters  whether  they  consider  or 
no,**  I  **  am  in  a  great .  mistake ;  for  the  dissenters 
(which  is  my  word,  not  yours)  whom'*  you  "  are 
'*  for  punishing,  are  only  such  as  reject  the  true  religion 
"  proposed  to  them,  with  reasons  and  arguments  suffi- 
"  cient  to  convince  them  of  the  truth  of  it,  who  there- 
fore can  never  be  supposed  to  consider  those  reasons 
and  arguments  as  they  ought,  whilst  they  persist  in 
rejecting  that  religion,  or  (in  my  language)  continue 
dissenters ;  for  if  they  did  so  consider  them,  they 
**  would  not  continue  dissenters."  Of  the  fault  for 
which  men  were  to  be  punished,  distinguished  from  the 
end  for  which  they  •  were  to  be  punished,  we  heard 
nothing,  as  I  remember,  in  the  first  draught  of  your 
scheme,  which  we  had  in  '*  the  argument  considered," 
&CC.  But  I  doubt  not  but  in  your  general  terms  you  will 
be  able  to  find  it,  or  what  else  you  please :  for  now 
having  spoken  out,  that  men,  who  are  of  a  different 
religion  from  the  true  which  has  been  tendered  them 
with  sufficient  evidence,  (and  who  are  they  whom  the 
wise  and  benign  disposer  and  governor  of  all  things  has 
not  furnished  with  competent  means  of  salvation  ?)  are 
criminal,  and  are  by  the  magistrate  to  be  punished 
as  such,  it  is  necessary  your  scheme  should  be  com- 
pleted; and  whither  that  will  carry  you,  it  is  easy 
to  see. 

But  pray,  sir,  are  there  no  conformists  that  so  reject 
the  true  religion  ?  and  would  you  have  them  punished 
too,  as  you  here  profess  ?  Make  that  practicable  by  your 
scheme,  and  you  have  done  something  to  persuade  us 
that  your  end  in  earnest,  in  the  use  of  force,  is  to  make 
men  consider,  understand,  and  be  of  the  true  religion ; 
and  that  the  rejecting  the  true  religion  tendered  with 
suflScient  evidence,  is  the  crime  which  bon&  fide  you 
would  have  punished;  and  till  you  do  this,  all  that 
you  may  say  concerning  punishing  men  '*  to  make  them 
^  consider  as  they  ought,  to  make  them  receive .  the 
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**  true  religion,  to  make  them  embrace  the  truth  that 
"  must  save  them,**  &a  will,  with  all  sober,  judicious, 
and  unbiassed  readers,  pass  only  for  the  mark  of  great 
zeal,  if  it  scape  amongst  men  as  warm  and  as  sagacious 
as  you  are,  a  harsher  name :  whilst  those  conformists, 
who  neglect  matters  of  religion,  who  reject  the  saving 
truths  of  the  gospel,  as  visibly  and  as  certainly  as  any 
dissenters,  have  yet  no  penalties  laid  upon  them. 

You  talk  much  '*  of  considering  and  not  considering 
**  as  one  ought :  of  embracing  and  rejecting  the  tme 
'^  religion,**  and  abundance  more  to  this  purpose; 
which  all,  however  very  good  and  savoury  words,  that 
look  very  well,  when  you  come  to  the  application  of 
force  to  procui*e  that  end  expressed  in  them,  amount 
to  no  more  but  conformity  and  nen-conformity.  If 
you  see  not  this,  I  pity  you ;  for  I  would  fain  think 
you  a  fair  man,  who  means  well,  though  you  have  not 
light  upon  the  right  way  to  the  end  you  propose :  but 
if  you  see  it,  and  persist  in  your  use  of  these  good  ex- 
pressions to  lead  inen  into  a  mistake  in  this  mattery 
consider  what  my  pagans  and  mahometans  could  do 
woi*se  to  serve  a  bad  cause. 

Whatever  you  may  imagine,  I  write  so  in  this  argu- 
ment, as  I  have  before  my  eyes  the  account  I  shall  one 
day  render  for  my  intention  and  regard  to  truth  in  the 
management  of  it.  I  look  on  myself  as  liable  to  errour 
as  others;  but  this  I  am  sui*e  of,  I  would  neither 
impose  on  you,  myself^  nor  any-body ;  and  should  be 
very  glad  to  have  the  truth  in  this  point  clearly 
established :  and  therefore  it  is,  I  desire  you  again  to 
examine,  whether  all  the  ends  you  name  to  be  intended 
by  your  use  of  force,  do  in  effect,  when  force  is  to  be 
your  way  put  in  practice,  reach  any  farther  than  bare 
outward  conformity  ?  Pray  consider  whether  it  be  not 
that  which  makes  you  so  shy  of  the  term  dissenters, 
which  you  tell  me  is  mine,  not  your  word.  Since  none 
are  by  your  scheme  to  be  punished,  but  those  who  do- 
not  conform  to  the  national  religion,  dissenters,  I 
think,  is  the  proper  name  to  call  them  by ;  and  I  can* 
see  no  reason  you  have  to  boggle  at  it,  unless  your- 
opinion  has  something  in  it  you  are  unwilling  should 
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be  spoke  out,  and  called  by  its  right  name :  but 
whether  you  Kke  it  or  no,  persecution  and  persecution 
of  dissenters^  are  names  that  belong  to  it  as  it  stands 
now. 

And  now  I  think  I  may  leave  you  your  question^  where* 
in  you  aski  **  But  cannot  dissenters  be  punisrfied  for  not 
^  being  of  the  national  religion,  as  the  fault,  and  yet 
**  only  to  make  them  consider,  as  the  end  for  which 
"  they  are  punished  ?  "  to  be  answered  by  yourself,  or 
to  be  used  again,  where  you  think  there  is  any  need  of 
so  nice  a  distinction^  as  between  the  fault  for  which 
men  are  punished  by  laws,  and  the  end  for  which  they 
are  punished.  For  to  roe  I  confess  it  is  hard  to  find  any 
other  immediate  end  of  punishment  in  the  intention  of 
human  laws,  but  the  amendment  of  the  fault  punished : 
though  it  may  be  subordinate  to  other  and  remoter 
ends.  If  the  law  be  only  to  punish  non-conformity,  one 
may  truly  say,  to  cure  that  fault,  or  to  produce  confor*^ 
mity,  is  the  end  of  that  law :  and  there  is  nothing  else 
immediately  aimed  at  by  that  law,  but  conformity ;  and 
whatever  else  it  tends  to  as  an  end,  must  be  only  as  a 
consequence  of  conformity,  whether  it  be  edification, 
increase  of  charity,  or  saving  of  souls,  or  whatever  else 
may  be  thought  a  consequence  of  conformity.  So  that 
in  a  law,  which  with  penalties  requires  conformity,  and 
nothing  else;  one  cannot  say,  properiy  I  think,  that 
consideration  is  the  end  of  that  law  ;  unless  considera^ 
tion  be  a  consequence  of  conformity,  to  which  con- 
formity is  subordinate,  and  does  naturally  conduce,  or 
else  is  necessary  to  it. 

To  my  arguing  that  it  is  unjust  as  well  as  impracti* 
cable,  you  reply,  **  Where  the  national  church  is  the 
**  true  church  of  God,  to  which  all  men  ought  to  join 
'*  themselves,  and  suflident  evidence  is  offered  to  con* 
**  vince  men  that  it  is  so :  there  it  is  a  fault  to  be  out  of 
**  the  national  church,  because  it  is  a  fault  not  to  be 
^  convinced  that  the  national  church  is  that  true  church 
**  of  Grod.  And  therefore  since  there  men*s  not  being 
'*  so  convinced,  can  only  be  imputed  to  their  not  con* 
'*  sidering  as  they  ought,  the  evidence  which  is  offered 
^  to  convince  them;  it  cannot  be  unjust  to  panbh 
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^  them  to  make  them  so  to  odnnder  it.**  Pni]r  tdl  me 
which  is  II  mtin's  duty^  to  be  of  the  national  ohutt:h 
lint ;  or  to  be  convinced  first,  that  its  religion  is  true, 
and  then  to  be  of  it  ?  If  it  be  his  duty  to  ^  convinced 
first,  why  then  do  you  punish  him  for  not  being  of  it, 
when  it  is  his  duty  to  be  convinced  of  the  truth  of  its 
reli^on^  before  it  is  his  duty  to  be  of  it  ?  If  you  say 
it  is  his  duty  to  be  of  it  first ;  why  then  is  not  fbroe 
used  to  him  afterwards^  though  he  be  still  ignorant  and 
unoonvinced?  But  you  answer,  '<  It  is  his  fault  not 
**  to  be  convinced/'  What»  every  one's  Ikult  every*- 
where  ?  No,  you  limit  it  to  places  where  *'  sufficient 
'<  evidence  is  offl?red  to  convinoe  men  that  the  national 
^  church  is  the  true  church  of  Ood/'  To  which  pray 
let  Rie  add,  the  national  church  Is  so  the  true  ehurch  di 
God,  that  nobody  out  of  its  oommunion  can  embrace 
the  truth  that  must  save  him,  or  be  in  the  way  to 
salvation.  For  if  a  man  may  be  in  the  Way  to  salvation 
out  of  the  national  church,  he  is  enough  in  the  true 
church,  and  needs  no  force  to  bring  him  into  any 
other :  fbr  when  a  man  is  in  the  way  to  salvation^  there 
is  no  necessity  of  force  to  bring  him  into  any  church  of 
any  denomination,  in  order  to  his  salvation.  So  Uiat 
not  to  be  of  the  national  church,  though  true.  Will  not 
be  a  (hult  which  the  magistrate  has  a  right  to  punish^ 
until  sufficient  evidence  is  offered  to  prove  that  a  man 
cannot  be  saved  out  of  it.  Now  siOce  you  tell  us,  that 
by  sbAdent  evidence  you  mean  such  as  will  certainly 
win  assent;  when  you  have  offered  such  evidence  to 
convince  men  that  the  national  church,  any*where,  is 
so  the  true  church,  that  men  cannot  be  saved  out  of  its 
communion,  I  think  I  may  allow  them  to  be  so  faulty 
as  to  deserve  what  punishment  you  shall  think  fit.  If 
you  hope  to  mend  the  matter  by  the  following  words, 
where  you  say,  that  where  such  ^  evidence  is  offered, 
**  there  men's  not  being  convinced  can  only  be  imputed 
**  to  men*s  not  considering  as  they  ought,"  they  will 
not  help  you.  For  **  to  consider  as  they  ought,** 
being,  by  your  own  interpretation,  **  to  consider  so  as 
^  not  to  reject;"  then  your  answer  amounts  to  just  thus 
much,  <'  Tbftt  it  is  a  fault  not  to  be  ccmvinoed  that  the 
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^*  national  church  is  the  true  church  of  God,  where  suf- 
*'  ficient  evidence  is  offered  to  convince  men  that  it  is 
**  so.  Suffici^it  evidence  is  such  as  will  certainly  gain 
**  assent  with  those  who  consider  as  they  ought,  i.  e.  who 
*^  consider  so  as  not  to  reject,  or  to  be  moved  heartily  to 
**  embrace,"  which  I  think  is  to  be  convinced.  Who 
can  have  the  heart  now  to  deny  any  of  this  ?  Can  there 
be  any  thing  surer,  than. that  men  s  not  being  convinced, 
is  to  be  imputed  to  them  if  they  are  not  convinced, 
where  such  evidence  is  offered  to  them  as  does  convince 
them  ?  And  to  punish  all  such,  you  have  my  free  con- 
sent. 

>  Whether  all  you  say  have  any  thing  more  in  it  than 
this,  I  appeal  to  my  readers :  and  should  willingly  do 
it  to  you,  did  not  I  fear,  that  the  jumbling  of  those 
good  and  plausible  words  in  your  head,  *^  of  sufficient 
*'  evidence,  consider  as  one  ought,"  &c.  might  a  little 
jargogle  your  thoughts,  and  lead  you  hoodwinked  the 
round  of  your  own  beaten  circle.  This  is  a  danger 
those  are  much  exposed  to,  who  accustom  themselves  to 
relative  and  doubtful  terms,  and  so  put  together,  that, 
though  asunder  they  signify  something,  yet,  when  their 
meaning  comes  to  be  cast  up  as  they  are  placed,  it 
amounts  to  just  nothing. 

You  go  on,  **  What  justice  it  would  be  for  the  magis- 
trate to  punish  one  for  not  being  a  cartesian,  it  will 
be  time  enough  to  consider  when  I  have  proved  it  to 
^^  be  as  necessary  for  men  to  be  cartesians,  as  it  is  to  be 
**  christians,  or  members  of  God's  church/*  This  will 
be  a  much  better  answer  to  what  I  said,  when  you  have 
proved  that  to  be  a  christian  or  a  member  of  God's 
church,  it  is  necessary  for  a  dissenter  to  be  of  the  church 
of  England.  If  it  be  not  justice  to  punish  a  man  for 
not  being  a  cartesian,  because  it  is  not  as  necessary  to 
be  a  cartesian,  as  to  be  a  christian ;  I  fear  the  same 
argument  will  hold  against  punishing  a  man  for  not 
using  the  cross  in  baptism,  or  not  kneeling  at  the  Lord's 
Supper ;  and  it  will  lie  on  you  to  prove^  that  it  is  as 
necessary  to  use  the  cross  in  baptism^  or  kneeling  at  the 
Lord's  Supper,  as  it  is  to  be  a  christian :  for  if  they 
ore  not  as  necessary  as  it  is  to  be  a  christian,  you  cannot 
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by  your  own  rule»  without  injustice,  punish  men  for  not 
conforntiing  to  a  chqrch  wherein  they  are  made  an  in- 
dispensable part  of  conformity ;  and  by  this  rule  it  will 
be  injustice  to  punish  any  man  for  not  being  of  that 
church  wherein  any  thing  is  required  not  necessary  to 
salvation ;  for  that,  I  think,  is  the  necessity  of  being  a 
christian. 

To  show  the  unreasonableness  of  punishing  dissenters 
to  make  them  examine,  I  said,  **  that  so  they  were 
**  punished  for  not  having  offended  against  a  law ;  for 
'*  there  is  no  law  of  the  land  that  requires  them  to 
"  examine.'*  Your  reply  is.  That  *'  you  think  the 
**  contrary  is  plain  enough :  for  where  the  laws  provide 
*^  sufficient  means  of  instruction  in  the  true  religion, 
**  and  then  require  all  men  to  embrace  that  religion ; 
**  you  think  the  most  natural  construction  of  those  laws 
**  is,  that  they  require  men  to  embrace  it  upon  instruc- 
**  tion  and  conviction,  as  it  cannot  be  expected  they 
*^  should  do  without  examining  the  grounds  upon  which 
"  it  stands.*'  Your  answer  were  very  true,  if  they  could 
not  embrace  without  examining  and  conviction.  But 
since  there  is  a  shorter  way  to  embracing,  which  costs 
no  more  pains  than  walking  as  far  as  the  church,  your 
answer  no  more  proves  that  the  law  requires  examin« 
ing,  than  if  a  man  at  Harwich  being  subpoenaed  to  ap- 
pear in  Westminster-Hall  next  term,  you  should  say 
the  subpoena  required  him  to  come  by  sea,  because  there 
was  sufficient  means  provided  for  his  passage  in  the  or- 
dinary boat  that  by  appointment  goes  constantly  from 
Harwich  to  London :  but  he  taking  it  to  be  more  for 
his  ease  and  dispatch,  goes  the  shorter  way  by  land, 
and  finds  that  having  made  his  appearance  in  court  as 
was  required,  the  law  is  satisfied,  and  there  is  no  in- 
quiry made,  what  way  he  came  thither. 

If  therefore  men  can  embrace  so  as  to  satisfy  the  law 
without  examining,  and  it  be  true  that  they  so  *'  fly 
**  from  the  means  of  right  information,  are  so  negligent 
*^  in,  and  averse  to  examining,**  that  there  is  need  of 
penalties  to  make  them  do  it,  as  you  tell  us  at  large ; 
how  is  it  a  natural  construction  of  those  laws,  that  they 
require  men  to  examine,  which  having  provided  suffi* 
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cient  means  of  instractioD,  require  men  only  to  cotU 
fornix  without  saying  any  thing  of  examining?  eBpe^ 
daily  when  the  cause  assigned  by  you  of  men's  tieg* 
lectang  to  examine,  is  not  want  of  *^  means  of  instfuc* 
**  tion,  but  want  of  penalties  to  over^^balance  thelir 
**  aversion**  to  the  using  those  means ;  which  you  your- 
self confess^  where  you  say,  "  When  the  best  provirion 
^*  ia  made  that  can  be,  for  the  instruction  of  the  people, 
**  you  fear  a  great  part  of  them  will  still  need  penalties 
*'  to  bring  them  to  hear  and  receive  instruction  :"  and 
therefore  perhaps  the  remainder  of  that  paragraph, 
when  you  have  considered  it  again,  will  not  appear  so 
impertinent  a  declamation  as  you  are  pleased  to  think 
it:  for  it  charged  your  method,  as  it  then  stood,  of 
punishing  men  for  not  cotisidering  and  examining,  with 
these  absurdities,  that  it  punished  men  for  not  doing 
that  which  the  law  did  not  require  of  them,  nor  declare 
the  neglect  of  to  be  a  fault ;  contrary  to  the  ends  of  all 
laws,  contrary  to  the  common  sense  of  mankind,  and  th^ 
practice  of  all  law^^makers ;  who  always  first  declared  the 
fault,  and  then  denounced  penalties  against  those  who 
after  a  time  set  should  be  found  guilty  of  it  It  charged 
your  method,  that  it  allows  not  impunity  to  the  inno^ 
cent»  but  punishes  whole  tribes  together*  the  innoceM 
with  the  guilty ;  and  that  the  thing  designed  in  the  law 
was  not  mentioned  in  it,  but  left  to  the  people,  whose 
fault  was  want  of  consideration,  to  be  by  consideratkm 
found  out. 

To  avoid  these  absurdities,  you  have  reformed  your 
scheme,  and  now  in  your  reply  own  with  the  frankest 
persecutors,  that  you  punish  men  downright  for  their 
religion*  and  that  to  be  a  dissenter  from  the  true  reli^ 
gion  is  a  fault  to  be  punished  by  the  magistrate.  This 
indeed  is  plain  dealing,  and  clears  your  method  from 
these  absuniities  as  long  as  you  keep  to  it :  but  wherever 
you  tell  us,  that  your  laws  are  to  make  men  hear,  to 
make  men  consider,  to  make  men  examine ;  whilst  the 
laws  themselves  say  nothing  of  hearing,  oonMering, 
and  examining ;  there  you  are .  still  chargeable  with  all 
these  absurdities :  nor  will  the  distinction,  which  with* 
out   any  difference  you  would  set  up,   between   tl^ 
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ftiult  for  which  men  were  to  be  punished,  and  the  end 
for  which  thej  are  to  be  punished,  do  you  any  service 
herein,  as  I  have  showed  you  in  another  place. 

To  what  I  said  L.  II.  from  p.  88  to  p.  95,  concerning 
those  who  by  your  scheme  are  to  be  punished^  you  hav- 
ing thought  fit  not  to  answer  any  thing,  I  shall  her6 
again  offer  it  to  your  consideration ': 

Let  us  inquire,  first,  Who  it  is  you  would  have  be 
punished.  In  the  place  above  cited,  they  are  those 
who  are  got  Into  a  wrong  way,  and  are  deaf  to  all 
persuasions*  If  these  are  the  men  to  be  punished, 
'*  let  a  law  be  made  against  them:  you  have  my  con- 
"  sent ;  and  that  is  the  proper  course  to  have  offenders 
^  punished.  For  you  do  not,  I  hope,  intend  to  punish 
**  any  fault  by  a  law,  which  you  do  not  name  in  the 
**  law ;  nor  make  a  law  against  any  fault  you  would  not 
**  have  punished.  And  now,  if  you  are  sincere,  and  in 
'^  earnest,  and  are,  as  a  fair  man  should  be,  for  what 
*•  your  words  plainly  signify,  and  nothing  else ;  what 
**  will  such  a  law  serve  for  ?  Men  in  the  wrong  way  are 
•*  to  be  punished :  but  who  are  in  the  wrong  way,  is 
the  question.  You  have  no  more  reason  to  deter- 
mine it  against  one,  who  differs  from  you,  than  he 
has  to  conclude  against  you,  who  differ  from  him: 
nO)  not  though  you  have  the  magistrate  and  the  na« 
**  tional  church  on  your  side.  For  if  to  differ  from  them 
**  be  to  be  in  the  wrong  way ;  you  who  are  in  the  right 
••  way  in  England,  will  be  in  the  wrong  way  in  France. 
**  Every  one  here  must  be  Judge  for  himself:  and  your 
^  law  will  reach  nobody,  till  you  have  convinced  him 
^  he  is  in  the  wrong  way :  and  then  there  will  be  no 
**  need  of  punishment  to  make  him  consider :  unless 
^  you  will  affirm  again  what  you  have  denied,  and 
**  have  men  punished  for  embracing  the  religion  they 
^  believe  to  be  true,  when  it  differs  from  yours  or  the 
••  public. 

*•  Besides  being  in  the  wrong  way,  those  who  you 
**  would  have  punished,  must  be  such  as  are  deaf  to  all 
**  persuasions.  But  any  such,  I  suppose,  you  will 
'*  hardly  find,  who  hearken  to  nobody,  not  to  those  of 
**  their  own  way*    If  you  mean  by  deaf  to  all  persun- 
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*  sionsy  all  persuasions  of  a  contrary  party,  or  of  a  dif* 
^  ferent  church ;  such,  I  suppose,  you  may  abundantly 
<*  find  in  your  own  church,  as  well  as  elsewhere ;  and 
**  I  presume  to  them  you  are .  so  charitable,  that  you 
**  would  not  have  them  punished  for  not  lending  an  ear 
**  to  seducers.  For  constancy  in  the  truth,  and  per- 
**  severance  in  the  faith,  is,  I  hope,  rather  to  be  en- 
couraged, than  by  any  (lenalties  checked  in  the 
orthodox.  And  your  church,  doubtless,  as  well  as 
*^  all  others,  is  orthodox  to  itself  in  all  its  tenets.  If 
**  you  mean  by  all  persuasion^  all  your  persuasion,  or 
**  all  persuasion  of  those  of  your  communion ;  you  do 
**  but  beg  the  question,  and  suppose  you  have  a  right 
to  punish  those  who  differ  from,  and  will  not  comply 
with  you. 

"  Your  next  words  are, — ^When  men  fly  from  the 
means  of  a  right  information,  and  will  not  so  much 
as  consider  how  reasonable  it  is  thoroughly  and  im- 
partially to  examine  a  religion,  which  they  embraced 
upon  such  inducements  as  ought  to  have  no  sway  at 
**  all  in  the  matter,  and  therefore  with  little  or  no 
**  examination  of  the  proper  grounds  of  it ;  what  hu- 
**  man  method  can  be  used  to  bring  them  to  act  like 
««  men,  in  an  affair  of  such  consequence,  and  to  make 
**  a  wiser  and  more  rational  choice,  but  that  of  laying 
**  such  penalties  upon  them,  as  may  balance  the  weight 
of  those  prejudices  which  inclined  them  to  prefer  a 
false  way  before  the  true,  and  recover  them  to  so 
much  sobriety  and  reflection,  as  seriously  to  put  the 
*^  question  to  themselves.  Whether  it  be  really  worth 
the  while  to  undergo  such  inconveniences  for  adher- 
ing to  a  religion,  which,  for  any  thing  they  know, 
may  be  false,  or  for  rejecting  another  (if  that  be  the 
case)  which,  for  any  thing  they  know,  may  b^  true, 
till  they  have  brought  it  to  the  bar  of  reason,  and 
given  it  fair  trial  there  ? — Here  you  again  bring  in 
**  such  as  prefer  a  false  way  before  a  true :  to  which 
**  having  answered  already,  I  shall  here  say  no  more, 
^*  but  that,  since  our  church  will  not  allow  those  to  be 
'*  in  a  false  way  who  are  out  of  the  church  of  Rome, 
*^  because  the  church  of  ^me^  which  pretends  infalli^ 
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**  bility,  declares  hers  to  be  the  onlj  true  way;  cer- 
**  tainly  no  one  of  our  church,  nor  any  other,  which 
**  claims  not  infallibility,  can  require  any  one  to  take 
**  the  testimony  of  any  church,  as  a  sufficient  proof  of 
^  the  truth  of  her  own  doctrine.  So  that  true  and 
*'  false,  as  it  commonly  happens,  when  we  suppose 
**  them  for  ourselves,  or  our  parff ,  in  effect,  signify 
*^  just  nothing,  or  nothing  to  the  purpose ;  unless  we 
**  can  think  that  true  or  false  in  England,  which  will 
**  not  be  so  at  Rome  or  Geneva ;  and  vice  versd.  As 
*'  for  the  rest  of  the  description  of  those,  on  whom  you 
**  are  here  laying  penalties ;  I  beseech  you  consider 
''  whether  it  will  not  belong  to  any  of  your  church,  let 
**  it  be  what  it  will.  Consider,  I  say,  if  there  be  none 
^  in  your  church  who  have  embraced  her  religion  upon 
"  such  inducements  as  ought  to  have  no  sway  at  all  in 
**  the  matter,  and  therefore  witli  little  or  no  examina* 
**  tion  of  the  proper  grounds  of  it ;  who  have  not  been 
^  inclined  by  prejudices;  who  do  not  adhere  to  a 
^  religion  which  ibr  any  thing  they  know  may  be  fklse; 
and  who  have  rejected  another,  which  for  any  thing 
they  know  may  be  true.  If  you  have  any  such  in 
your  communion,  and  it  will  be  an  admirable,  though 
^'  I  fear  but  a  little  flock,  that  has  none  such  in  it, 
consider  well  what  you  have  done.  You  have  pre- 
pared rods  for  them,  for  which  I  imagine  they  will 
**  con  you  no  thanks.  For  to  make  any  tolerable  sense 
of  what  you  here  propose,  it  must  be  understood 
that  you  would  have  men  of  all  religions  punished,  to 
make  them  consider  whether  it  be  really  worth  the 
while  to  undergo  such  inconveniences  for  adhering  to 
a  religion,  which  for  any  thing  they  know  may  be 
false.  If  you  hope  to  avoid  that,  by  what  you  have 
**  said  of  true  and  false;  and  pretend  that  the  supposed 
"  preference  of  the  true  way  in  your  church  ought  to 
^  preserve  its  members  from  your  punishment ;  you 
**  manifestly  trifle.  For  every  churches  testimony,  that 
**  it  has  chosen  in  the  true  way,  must  be  taken  for  itself ; 
"  and  then  none  will  be  liable ;  and  your  new  invention 
^  of  punishment  is  come  to  nothing ;  or  else  the  dif- 
'*  fering  churches  testimonies  must  be  taken  one  for 
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^<  another;  and  then  they  will  be  all  out  of  the  tme 
**  imj9  and  your  church  need  penalties  as  well  as  the 
^  rest.  So  that  upon  your  [irinclples»  they  must  all 
^  or  none  be  punished.  Choose  which  you  please ;  one 
**  of  them,  I  think,  you  cannot  escape. 

*^  What  you  say  in  the  next  words :  Where  instmc- 
*'  tion  if  stiffly  refused,  and  all  admonitions  and  per^- 
^  suasiws  prove  vain  and  ineffectual ;  differs  nothing, 
^  but  in  the  way  of  expressing,  from  deaf  to  all  per* 
** .  suasions :  and  so'  that  is  answered  already. 

**  In  another  place,  you  give  us  another  description 
<*  of  those  you  think  ought  to  be  punished,  in  these 
^  words :  Those  who  refuse  to  embrace  the  doctrine, 
**  and  submit  to  the  spiritual  government  of  the  proper 
^  ministers  of  religion,  who  by  special  designation  are 
**  appointed  to  exhort,  admonish,  reprove,  Aec.  Here 
**  then,  those  to  be  punished,  are  such  who  refuse  to 
^  embrace  the  doctrine,  and  submit  to  the  government 
**  of  the  proper  ministers  of  religion.  Whereby  we  are 
<*  as  much  still  at  uncertainty  as  we  were  before,  who 
**  those  are  who,  by  your  scheme,  and  laws  suitable  to 
^  it,  are  to  be  punished ;  since  every  church  has,  as  it 
<'  thinks,  its  proper  ministers  of  religion :  and  if  you 
**  mean  those  that  refuse  to  embrace  the  doctrine,  and 
*'  submit  to  the  government  of  the  ministers  of  another 
*<  church ;  then  all  men  will  be  guilty,  and  must  be 
^  punished,  even  those  of  your  own  church  as  well  as 
^  others*  If  you  mean  those  who  refuse,  &cc.  the  mi^ 
^  nisters  of  their  own  church,  very  few  will  incur 
<^  your  penalties :  but  if  by  these  proper  ministers  of 
*'  religion,  the  ministers  of  some  particular  church 
^*  are  intended,  why  do  you  not  name  it?  Why 
^  are  you  so  reserved  in  a  matter,  wherein,  if  you 
^  speak  not  out,  all  the  rest  that  you  say  will  be  to 
^^  no  purpose?  Are  men  to  be  punished  for  re- 
<*  fusing  to  embrace  the  doctrine,  and  submit  to  the 
^  government  of  the  proper  ministers  of  the  church  of 
^  Geneva?  For  this  time,  since  you  have  dedared 
^  nothing  to  the  contrary,  let  me  suppose  you  of  that 
**  church ;  and  then  I  am  sure,  that  is  it  that  you  would 
*'  name :  for  of  whatever  church  you  an^  if  you  tbmk 
*'  the  ministers    of  any  one  church   ought   to   be 
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*<  liemrkeiied  tp,  «nd  obeyed,  it  munt  be  tboia  of  your 
*'  own.  Tb^re  are  persons  to  be  punished,  you  say ; 
*<  this  you  contend  for  all  through  your  book*  and  lay 
**  so  much  stress  on  it,  that  you  make  the  preservation 
**  and  propagation  of  religion,  and  the  salvation  of 
''  souls,  to  depend  on  it  x  and  yet  you  describe  them 
«  by  so  general  and  equivocal  marks,  that,  unless  it  be 
*'  upon  suppositions  which  nobody  will  grant  you,  I 
''  dare  say»  neither  you  nor  any-body  ebe  will  be  ^le 
**  to  find  one  guilty.  Pray  find  me  if  you  can,  a  man 
^'  whom  you  can  judicially  prove  (for  be  that  is  to  be 
^  punished  by  law,  must  be  fairly  tried)  is  in  a  wrong 
**  way,  in  respect  of  his  faith ;  I  mean  who  is  deaf  to 
'^  all  persuasions,  who  flies  from  all  means  of  a  right 
*'  information,  who  refuses  to  embrace  the  doctrine, 
**  and  submit  to  the  government  of  the  spiritual  pas- 
tors* And  when  you  have  done  that,  I  think  I  may 
allow  you  what  power  yoif  please  to  punish  him, 
without  any  prejudice  to  the  toleration  the  author  of 
**  the  letter  proposes. 

'<  But  why,  I  pray,  all  this  boggling,  all  this  loose 
*^  talking,  as  if  you  knew  not  what  you  meant,  or  durst 
not  speak  it  out?  Would  you  be  for  punishing  some- 
body, you  know  not  whom  ?  I  do  not  think  so  ill  of 
you.  Let  me  then  speak  out  for  you.  The  evidence 
'^  of  the  argument  has  convinced  you  that  men  ought 
*^  not  to  be  persecuted  for  their  religion :  That  the  se*> 
*^  verities  in  use  amongst  christians  cannot  be  defend- 
**  ed :  That  the  magistrate  has  not  authority  to  compel 
any  one  to  his  religion.  This  you  are  forced  to 
yield.  But  you  would  fain  retain  some  power  in  the 
<'  magistrate's  hands  to  punish  dissenters,  upon  a  new 
'*  pretence,  viz.  not  for  having  embraced  the  doctrine 
*^  and  worship  they  believe  to  be  true  and  right,  but 
**  for  not  having  well  considered  their  own  and  the  ma- 
**  ^trate's  religion.  To  show  you  that  I  do  not  speak 
**  wholly  without  book,  give  me  leaye  to  mind  you  of 
^  one  passage  of  yours :  the  words  are, — ^Penalties  to 
**  put  them  upon  a  serious  and  impartial  examination 
'^  of  the  controversy  between  the  mi^gistrates  and  them. 
^  Though  theoe  words  be  not  intended  to  teU  us  who 
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**  you  would  have  punished,  yet  it  may  be  plainly  in- 
"  ferred  from  them.  And  they  more  clearly  point  out 
*<  whom  you  aim  at,  than  all  the  foregoing  places, 
**  where  you  seem  to,  and  should,  describe  them.  For 
'*  they  are  such  as  between  whom  and  the  magistrate 
♦*  there  is  a  controversy ;  that  is,  in  short,  who  differ 
**  from  the  magistrate  in  religion.  And  now  indeed  you 
have  given  us  a  note  by  which  these  you  would  have 
punished,  may  be  known.  We  have  with  much  ado 
**  found  at  last  whom  it  is  we  may  presume  you  would* 
have  punished.  Which  in  other  cases  is  usually  not 
very  difficult :  because  there  the  faults  to  be  amended 
easily  design  the  persons  to  be  corrected.  But  yours 
is  a  new  method,  and  unlike  all  that  ever  went  be- 
"  fore  it. 

*'  In  the  next  place,  let  us  see  for  what  you  would 
have  them  punished.  You  tell  us,  and  it  will  easily 
be  granted  you,  that  not  to  examine  and  weigh  im- 
partially, and  without  prejudice  or  passion^  all  which, 
for  shortness  sake,  we  will  express  by  this  one  word 
consider,  the  religion  one  embraces  or  refuses,  is  a 
"  fault  very  common,  and  very  prejudicial  to  true  re- 
ligion, and  the  salvation  of  men's  souls.  But  pe- 
nalties and  punishments  are  very  necessary,  say  you, 
**  to  remedy  this  evil. 

"  Let  us  see  now  how  you  apply  this  remedy.  There- 
*'  fore,  say  you,  let  all  dissenters  be  punished.  Why  ? 
"  Have  no  dissenters  considered  of  religion  ?  Or  have 
<<  all  conformists  considered  ?  That  you  yourself  will 
not  say.  Your  project  therefore  is  just  as  reasonable 
as  if  a  lethar|^y  growing  epidemical  in  England,  you 
should  propose  to  have  a  law  made  to  blister  and 
scarify,  and  shave  the  heads  of  all  who  wear  gowns ; 
though  it  be  certain  that  neither  all  who  wear  gowns 
are  lethargic,  nor  all  who  are  lethargic  wear  gowns : 

"  Dii  te,  Damasippe^  Deeque 
"  Verum  ob  oonnliuin  dement  toiuore. 

'*  For  there  could  not  be  certainly  a  more  learned  ad- 
**  vice,  than  that  one  man  should  be  pulled  by  the  ears. 
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<•  becftuie  another  \$  aslaep.  This,  when  you  bdVB  cori« 
'^  adered  of  it  again,  (for  I  find*  according  to  your 
**  principle^  all  men  have  now  and  then  need  to  he 
<<  jogged,)  you  wiil,  J  gue$8,  be  convinced  is  not  }ik:e 
**  a  Mr  physician,  to  apply  a  remedy  to  a  disease  \  but, 
*^  like  an  enraged  enemy,  to  vent  one's  spleen  upon  a 
**  party*  Common  sense,  as  well  as  common  justice, 
*^  requires,  that  the  remedies  of  laws  and  penalties, 
"  should  be  directed  against  the  evil  that  is  to  be  re-^ 
<<  moved,  wherever  it  be  found..  And  if  the  punish- 
*\  ment  you  think  so  necessary  be,  as  you  pretend,  to 
**  cure  the  mischief  you  complain  of>  you  must  let  it 
pursue,  and  fall  on  the  guilty,  and  those  only,  in 
what  company  soever  they  are ;  and  not,  as  you  here 
propose,  and  is  the  highest  iiyustice,  punish  the  inno- 
**  cent  considering  dissenter,  with  the  guilty;  and  on  the 
'^  other  side,  let  the  inconsiderate  guilty  conformist 
escape,  with  the  innocent.  For  one  may  rationally 
presume  that  the  national  church  has  some,  nay, 
^  more,  in  proportion,  of  those  who  little  consider  or 
'*  concern  themselves  about  religion,  than  apy  congre-* 
*'  gation  of  dissenters.  For  conscience,  or  .i^e  care  of 
*^  their  souls,  being  once  laid  aside ;  interest,  of  course, 
*^  leads  men  into  that  society,  where  the  protection  and 
**  countenance  of  the  government,  and  hopes  of  pre- 
*^  ferment,  bid  fairest  to  all  their  remaining  desires.  So . 
^  that  if  careless,  negligent,  inconsiderate  men  in  mat-» 
**  ters  of  religion,  who,  without  being  forced,  would 
**  not  consider,  are  to  be  rouzed  into  a  care  of  their 
'*  souls,  and  a  search  after  truth,  by  punishments; 
**  the  national  religion,  in  all  countries,  will  certainly 
*'  have  a  right  to  the  greatest  share  of  those  punish* 
**  ments,  at  least,  not  to  be  wholly  exempt  from  them, 

*^  This  is  that  which  the  author  of  the  lifter,  as  I 
*^  remember,  complains  of,  and  that  justly,  viz.  That 
**  the  pretended  care  of  men's  souls  always  expresses 
^  itself,  in  those  who  would  have  force  any  way  made 
**  use  of  to  that  end,  in  very  unequal  methods ;  some 
**  persons  being  to  be  treated  with  severity,  whilst 
*\  others  guilty  of  the  same  faults,  are  not  to  be  so 
VOL.  V.  s 
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much  ad  touched.  Though  you  are  got  pretty  well 
out  of  the  deep  mud,  and  renounce  punishments  di- 
rectly for  religion ;  yet  you  stick  stiU  in  this  part  of 
*'  the  mire ;  whilst  you  would  have  dissenters  punished 
to  make  them  consider,  but  would  not  have  any  thing 
done  to  conformists,  though  ever  so  negligent  in  this 
point  of  considering.  The  author's  letter  pleased 
**  me,  because  it  is  equal  to  all  mankind,  is  direct,  and 
••  will,  I  think,  hold  every  where ;  which  I  take  to  be 
*<  a  good  mark  of  truth.  For  I  shall  always  suspect  that 
**  neither  to  comport  with  the  truth  of  religion,  or  the 
**  design  of  the  gospel^  which  is  suited  to  only  some 
•*  one  country  or  party.  What  is  true  and  good  in 
**  England,  will  be  true  and  good  at  Rome  too,  in 
••  China  or  Geneva.  But  whether  your  great  and  only 
**  method  for  the  propagating  of  truth,  by  bringing  the 
**  inconsiderate  by  punishments  to  consider,  would,  ac- 
cording to  your  way  of  applying  your  punishments 
only  to  dissenters  from  the  national  religion,  be  of 
use  in  those  countries,  or  any-where  but  where  you 
suppose  the  magistrate  to  be  in  the  right ;  judge  you. 
Pray,  sir,  consider  a  little,  whether  prejudice  has  not 
some  share  in  your  way  of  arguing,  for  this  is  your 
position :  Men  are  generally  negligent  in  examining 
the  grounds  of  their  religion.  This  I  grant.  But 
"  could  there  be  a  more  wild  and  incoherent  conse- 
*'  quence  drawn  from  it,  than  this ;  therefore  dissenters 
**  must  be  punished  ?  " — 

All  this  you  are  pleased  to  pass  over  without  the  least 
notice :  but  perhaps  you  think  you  have  made  me  full 
satisfaction  in  your  answer  to  my  demand,  who  are  to 
be  punished  ?  We  will  here  therefore  consider  that  as  it 
stands,  where  you  tell  us,  *'  Those  who  are  to  be  pu- 
*•  nished  according  to  the  whole  tenour  of  your  answer, 
are  no  other  but  such,  as  having  sufficient  evidence 
tendered  them  of  the  true  religion,  do  yet  reject  it : 
whether  utterly  refusing  to  consider  that  evidence,  or 
not  considering  as  they  ought,  viz.  with  such  care 
'*  and  diligence  as  the  matter  deserves  and  requires, 
*'  and  with  honest  and  unbiassed  minds ;  and  what  dif- 
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**  ficulty  there  is  in  this,  you  say,  you  cannot  imagine.'* 
You  promised  you  would  tell  the  world  who  they  were, 
plainly  and  directly,  And  though  you  tell  us,  you  can- 
not  imagine  what  difficulty  there  is  in  this  your  account 
of  who  are  to  be  punished,  yet  there  are  some  things 
in  it,  that  make  it  to  my  apprehension  not  very  plain 
and  direct.  For  first  they  must  be  only  those  who  have 
the  true  religion  tendered  them  with  sufficient  evidence ; 
wherein  there  appears  some  difficulty  to  me,  who  shall 
be  judge  what  is  the  true  religion :  and  for  that,  in  every 
country  it  is  most  probable  the  magistrate  will  be.  If 
you  think  of  any  other,  pray  tell  us.  Next  there  seems 
some  difficulty  to  know,  who  shall  be  judge  what  is 
sufficient  evidence.  For  where  a  man  is  to  be  punished 
by  law,  he  must  be  convicted  of  being  guilty ;  which 
since  in  this  case  he  cannot  be,  unless  it  be  proved  he 
has  had  the  true  religion  tendered  to  him  with  sufficient 
evidence,  it  is  necessary  that  somebody  there  must  be 
judge  what  is  the  true  religion,  and  what  is  sufficient 
evidence ;  and  others  to  prove  it  has  been  so  tendered. 
If  you  were  to  be  of  the  jury,  we  know  what  would  be 
your  verdict  concerning  sufficient  evidence,  by  these 
words  of  yours,  "  To  say  that  a  man  who  has  the  true 
**  I'eligion  proposed  to  him  with  sufficient  evidence  of 
"  its  truth,  may  consider  it  as  he  ought,  or  do  his  ut- 
•*  most  in  considering,  and  yet  not  perceive  the  truth 
^*  of  it,  is  neither  more  nor  less,  than  to  say  that  suffi- 
**  cient  evidence  is  not  sufficient :  for  what  does  any 
'*  man  mean  by  sufficient  evidence,  but  such  as  will 
"  ceitainly  win  assent,  wherever  it  is  duly  considered?'* 
Upon  which  his  conforming  or  not  conforming,  would 
without  any  farther  questions  determine  the  point.  But 
whether  the  rest  of  the  jury  could  upon  this  be  able 
ever  to  bring  in  any  man  guilty,  and  so  liable  to  punish- 
ment, is  a  question.  For  if  sufficient  evidence  be  only 
that  which  certainly  wins  assent,  wherever  a  man  does 
his  utmost  in  considering ;  it  will  be  very  hard  to  prove 
that  a  man  who  rejects  the  true  religion  has  had  it  ten- 
dered with  sufficient  evidence,  because  it  will  be  very 
hard  to  prove  he  has  not  done  his  utmost  in  considering 
it.     So  that,  notwithstanding  all  you  have  here  said,  to 
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puoish  anjr  man  by  your  method  is  not  yet  so  vf ry 
practicable. 

But  you  clear  all  in  your  following  words^  which  sayi 
^'  tber^  is  pothiqg  more  evident  than  that  those  who 
'*  reject  the  true  religion,  are  culpable,  and  deserve  to 
**  be  punished."  3y  whom  ?  By  men :  that  is  so  far 
from  being  evident,  as  you  talk,  that  it  will  require 
better  proofs  than  I  have  yet  seen  for  it.  Next  you  say» 
^  It  is  easy  enough  to  know  when  men  r^ect  the  true 
'^  religion.''  Yes,  when  the  true  religion  is  known^ 
fmd  agreed  on  what  shall  be  taken  to  be  so  in  judicial 
proceedings,  which  can  scarce  be  till  it  is  agreed  who 
shall  determine  what  is  true  religion^  and  what  not 
Suppose  a  penalty  should  in  the  university  be  laid  on 
those  who  rejected  the  tru^  peripatetic  doctrine,  could 
that  law  be  executed  on  any  one,  unless  it. were  agreed 
who  should  be  judge  what  was  the  true  peripatetic  doc^ 
trine  ?  If  you  say  it  may  be  known  out  of  Aristotle's 
writings :  then  I  answer,  that  it  would  be  a  more  rea* 
sonable  law  to  lay  the  penalty  on  any  one,  who  rejected 
the  doctrine  contained  in  the  books  allowed  to  be  Ari«- 
^totle's,  and  printed  under  his  name.  You  may  apply 
this  to  the  true  religion,  and  the  books  of  the  scripture, 
if  you  please ;  though,  after  all,  there  must  be  a  Judge 
agreed  on,  to  determine  what  doctrines  are  contained 
in  either  of  those  writings,  before  the  law  can  be  prac* 
ticable. 

But  you  go  on  to  prove,  that  '*  it  is  easy  to  know 
^  when  men  reject  the  true  religion  :  for,  say  you,  that 
^^  requires  no  more  than  that  we  know  that  that  reli- 
<*  gion  wi^  tendered  to  them  with  sufficient  evidence  of 
*'  the  truth  of  it.  And  that  it  may  be  tendered  to  men 
'*  with  such  evidence,  and  that  it  may  be  known  when 

it  is  so  tendered,  these  things,  you  say,  you  take  leave 

here  to  suppose.'*  You  suppose  then  more  than  can 
be  allowed  you«  For  that  it  can  be  judicially  known 
that  the  true  religion  has  been  tendered  tq  any  one  with 
suflScient  evidence,  is,  what  I  deny,  and  that  jTor  reasons 
above«mentioned,  which,  were  there  no  other  difficulty 
in  itf  were  sufficient  to  sbQw  the  impracticableQeK  of 
your  method. 
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You  conclude  this  paragraph  thus,  '^  which  is  all  that 
"  needs  be  said  upon  this  head  to  show  the  consistency 
**  and  practicableness  of  this  method :  and  what  do  you 
"  any-where  say  against  this  ?  "  Whether  I  say  any  thing 
or  no  against  it,  I  will  brin^  a  friend  of  yours  that  will 
say  that  dissenters  ought  to  be  punished  for  being  out  of 
the  communion  of  the  church  of  England.  I  will  ask 
you  now,  how  it  can  be  proved  that  such  an  one  is  guilty 
of  rejecting  the  one  only  true  religion  ?  Perhaps  it  is 
because  he  scruples  the  cross  in  baptism,  or  godfathers 
and  godmothers  as  they  are  used,  or  kneeling  at  the 
Lord's  Supper;  perhaps  it  is  because  he  cannot  pro^ 
nounce  all  damned  that  believe  not  all  Atbanasius'ai 
Creed ;  or  cannot  join  with  some  of  those  repetitions  in 
our  Common-prayer;  thinking  them  to  come  within 
the  prohibition  or  our  Saviour ;  each  of  which  shuts  a 
man  out  from  the  communion  of  the  church  of  England^ 
as  much  as  if  he  denied  Jesus  Christ  to  be  the  Son  of 
God.  Now,  sir,  I  beseech  you,  how  can  it  be  known^ 
that  every  sufficient  evidence  was  tendered  to  such  a 
dissenter  to  prove^  that  what  be  rejects  is  a  part  of  that 
one  only  true  religion,  which  unless  he  be  of,  he  cannot 
be  saved  ?  Or  indeed  bow  can  it  be  known,  that  any 
dissenter  rejects  that  one  only  true  religion,  when  being 
punished  barely  for  not  conforming,  he  is  never  asked^ 
what  part  it  is  he  dissents  from  or  rejects  ?  And  so  it 
may  be  some  of  those  things  which  I  imagine  will  always 
want  sufficient  evidence  to  prove  them  to  be  parts  of 
that  only  Me  true  religion,  without  the  hearty  embracing 
whei*eof  no  man  can  be  saved. 
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CHAPTER  IV. 

fVhat  degrees  of  punishment. 

How  much  soever  you  have  endeavoured  to  reform 
the  doctrine  of  persecution  to  make  it  serve  your  turn, 
and  give  it  the  colour  of  care  and  zeal  for  the  true  re- 
ligion in  the  country  wliere  alone  you  are  concerned  it 
should  be  made  use  of;  yet  you  have  laboured  in  vain, 
and  done  no  more,  but  given  the  old  engine  a  new 
varnish  to  set  it  off  the  better,  and  make  it  look  less 
frightful :  for,  by  what  has  been  said  in  the  forgoing 
chapters,  I  think  it  will  appear,  that  if  any  magistrate 
have  power  to  punish  men  in  matters  of  religion,  all 
have ;  and  that  dissenters  from  the  national  religion 
must  be  punished  every-where  or  no-where.  The  hor- 
rid cruelties  that  in  all  ages,  and  of  late  in  our  view,  have 
been  committed  under  the  name,  and  upon  the  account 
of  religion,  give  so  just  an  offence  and  abhorrence  to  all 
who  have  any  remains,  not  only  of  religion,  but  huma* 
nity  left,  that  the  world  is  ashamed  to  own  it.  This 
objection  therefore,  as  much  as  words  or  professions  can 
do,  you  have  laboured  to  fence  against ;  and  to  exempt 
your  design  from  the  suspicion  of  any  severities,  you 
take  care  in  every  page  almost  to  let  us  hear  of  mode- 
rate force,  moderate  penalties ;  but  all  in  vain :  and  I 
doubt  not  but  when  this  part  too  is  examined,  it  will  ap- 
pear, that  as  you  neither  have,  nor  can  limit  the  power 
of  punishing  to  any  distinct  sort  of  magistrates,  nor 
exempt  from  punishment  the  dissenters  from  any  na- 
tional religion  ;  so  neither  have,  nor  can  you,  limit  the 
punishment  to  any  degree  short  of  the  highest,  if  you 
will  use  punishments  at  all  in  matters  of  religion.  What 
you  have  done  in  this  point  besides  giving  us  good 
words,  I  will  now  examine. 

You  tell  me,  "  I  have  taken  a  liberty  which  will  need 
"  pardon,'-  ^cau^^  I  say,  "  You  have  plainly  yielded 
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**  the  question  by  owning  those  greater  severities  to  be 
''  improper  and  unfit."     But  if  I  shall  make  it  out^ 
that  those  are  as  proper  and  fit  as  your  moderate  pe- 
nalties ;  and  that  if  you  will  use  one,  you  must  come 
to  the  other,  as  will  appear  from  what  you  yourself  say ; 
whatever  you  may  think,  I  shall  not  imagine  other 
readers  will  conclude  I  have  taken  too  great  liberty,  or 
shall  much  need  pardon.     For  if,  as  you  say  in  the  next 
page,  '*  authority  may  reasonably  and  justly  use  some 
"  degrees  of  force  where  it  is  needful ; "  1  say  they  may 
also  use  any  degree  of  force  where  it  is  needful.     Now 
upon   your  grounds,  fire  and  sword,  tormenting  and 
undoing,  and  those  other  punishments  which  you  con- 
demn, will  be  needful,  even  to  torments  of  the  highest 
severity,  and  be  as  necessary  as  those  moderate  penalties 
which  you  will  not  name.     For  I  ask  you,  to  what  pur- 
pose do  you  use  any  degrees  of  force  ?  Is  it  to  prevail 
with  men  to  do  something  that  is  in  their  power,  or 
that  is  not  ?  The  latter  1  suppose  you  will  not  say,  till 
your  love  of  force  is  so  increased,  that  you  shall  think 
it  necessary  to  be  made  use  of  to  produce  impossibili- 
ties :  if  force  then  be  to  be  used  only  to  bring  men  to 
do  what  is  in  their  ))ower,  what  is  the  necessity  you 
assign  of  it  ?  only  this,  as  I  remember,  viz.  That  **  when 
gentle  admonitions  and  earnest  entreaties  will  not  pre- 
vail, what  other  means  is  there  left  but  force?"  And 
I  upon  the  same  ground  reply :  If  lesser  degress  of  force 
will  not  prevail,  what  other  means  is  there  left  but 
greater  ?  If  the  lowest  degree  of  force  be  necessary  where 
gentler  means  will  not  prevail,  because  there  is  no  other 
means  left ;  higher  degrees  of  force  are  necessary,  where 
lower  will  not  prevail,  for  the  same  reason.     Unless 
you  will  say  all  degrees  of  force  work  alike ;  and  that 
lower  penalties  prevail  as  much  on  men  as  greater,  and 
will  equally  bring  them  to  do  what  is  in  their  power. 
If  so,  a  philip  on  the  forehead,  or  a  farthing  mulct, 
may  be  penalty  enough  to  bring  men  to  what  you  pro- 
pose.    But  if  you  shall  laugh  at  these,  as  being  for  their 
smallness  insufficient,  and  therefore  will  think  it  neces- 
sary to  increase  them ;  I  say,  wherever  experience  shows 
any  degree  of  (o\x^  to  be  insufficient  to  prevail^  there 
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w31  fae  stitt  the  same  necessity  to  increase  it  For  where- 
eVer  the  end  is  necessary,  and  force  is  the  means,  the 
only  means  left  to  procure  it,  both  which  you  suppose 
in  our  case;  there  it  will  be  found  always  necessary  to 
increase  the  degrees  of  force,  where  the  lower  prore  in- 
effectual, as  well  till  you  come  to  the  highest  as  when 
you  begin  with  the  lowest.    So  that  in  your  present  case 
I  do  not  wonder  you  use  so  many  shifts,  as  I  shall  show 
by  and  by  you  do,  to  decline  naming  the  highest  degree 
(rf  what  you  call  moderate.    If  any  degree  be  necessary, 
you  cannot  assign  any  one,  condemn  it  in  words  as  much 
as  you  please,  which  may  not  be  so,  and  which  you  must 
not  come  to  the  use  of.     If  there  be  no  such  necessity 
of  force  as  will  justify  those  higher  degrees  of  it,  which 
are  severities  you  condemn ;  neither  will  it  justify  the 
use  of  your  lower  degrees. 

If,  as  you  tell  us,  **  false  religions  prevail  against  the 
••  true,  merely  by  the  advantage  they  have  in  the  oor- 
*'  ruption  and  pravity  of  human  nature  left  to  itself  un« 
*♦  bridled  by  authority ; "  if  the  not  receiving  the  true 
religion  be  a  mark  and  effect  merely  of  the  prevalency 
of  the  corruption  of  human  nature ;  may  not,  nay,  must 
not  the  magistrate,  if  less  will  not  do,  use  his  utmost 
force  to  bring  men  to  the  true  religion  ?  his  force  being 
given  him  to  suppress  that  corruption ;  especially  since 
you  give  it  for  a  measure  of  the  force  to  be  used,  that 
It  must  be   *'  so  much,   as  without  which  ordinarily 
*^  they  will  not  embrace  the  truth  tliat  itiust  save  them.^ 
What  ordinarily  signifies  here  to  make  any  determinate 
measure,  is  hard  to  guess ;  but  signify  it  what  it  wiU, 
so  much  force  must  be  used,  as  ^^  without  whkh  men 
•*  will  not  embrace  the  truth ; "  which,  if  it  signify  any 
thing  intelligible,  requires,  that  where  lower  degrees 
will  not  do,  greater  must  lie  used,  till  you  come  to  what 
will  ordinarily  do ;  but  what  that  ordinarily  is,  no  man 
can  tell.     If  one  man  will  not  be  wrought  on  by  as 
little  force  as  another,  must  not  greater  degrees  of  force 
be  used  to  him  ?  Shall  the  magistrate  who  is  obliged  to 
do  what  lies  in  him,  be  excused,  for  letting  him  be 
damned,  without  the  use  of  all  the  means  that  were  in 
bia  power?    And  will  it  be  sufficient  for  him  ta  plead, 
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that  though  he  did  not  all  that  lay  in  him,  yet  he  did  what 
ordinarily  prevailed,  or  what  prerailed  on  several  others  ? 
Forcejfthat  be  the  remedy,  must  be  proportioned  to  the 
opposition.  If  tlie  dose  that  has  frequently  wrought  on 
others^  will  not  purge  a  man  whose  life  lies  on  it ;  must 
it  not  therefore  be  niade  sufficient  and  eflfectual,  because 
it  will  be  more  than  what  is  called  ordinary  ?  Or  can 
any  one  say  the  physician  has  done  his  duty,  who  lets 
his  patient  in  an  extraordinary  case  perish  in  the  use  of 
only  moderate  remedies,  and  pronounces  him  incurable, 
before  he  has  tried  the  utmost  he  can  with  the  power- 
fiillest  remedies  which  are  in  his  reach  ? 

Having  renounced  loss  of  estate,   corporal   punish- 
ments,   imprisonment,    and  such  sort  of  severities,  as 
unfit    to   be    used   in   matters   of  religion;  you  ask, 
**  Will  it  follow  fVom  hence  that  the  magistrate  has  no 
••  right  to  use  any  force  at  all  ?  *     Yes,  it  will  follow, 
till  you  give  some  answer  to  what  I  say  in  that  place, 
viz.     "  That  if  you  give  up  punishments  of  a  man  in 
^  his  person,  liberty  and  estate,  I  think  we  need  not 
^  stand  with  you,  for  any  punishments  may  be  made  use 
"  of.**     But  this  you  pass  by  without  any  notice.     1 
doubt  not  but  you  will  here  think  you  hdve  a  ready  an- 
swer, by  telling  me,  you  mean  only  •*  depriving  men 
'*  of  their  estates,  maiming  them  with  corporal  punish- 
**  ments,  starving  and  tormenting  them  in  noisome  pri- 
••  sons,"  and  other  such  severities  which  you  have  by 
name  excepted ;  but  lower  penalties  may  yet  be  used : 
for  penalties  is  the  word  you  carefully  use,  and  disclaim 
that  of  punishment,  as  if  you  disowned  the  thing.     I 
wish  you  w^ould  tell  us  too  by  name   what  those  lower 
penalties  are  you  would  have  used,  as  well  as  by  name 
you  tell  us  those  severities  you  disalloiv.     They  may 
not  maim  a  man  with  corporal  punishments ;  may  they 
use  any  corporal  punishments  at  all  ?    They  may  not 
starve  and  torment  them  in  noisome  prisons  for  religion ; 
that  you  condemn  as  much  as  I.     May  they  put  them 
in  any  prison  at  all  ?  They  may  not  deprive  men  of  their 
estates ;  I  suppose  you  mean  their  whole  estates :  May 
they  take  away  half,  or  a  quarter,  or  an  hundreth  part  ? 
It  is  strange  you  should  be  able  to  name  the  degrees  of 
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severity  th^t  will  hinder  more  than  promote  the  pro- 
gress  of  religion,  and  cannot  name  those  degrees  that 
will  promote  rather  than  hinder  it ;  that  those  who  would 
take  their  measures  by  you,  and  follow  your  scheme, 
might  know  how  to  proceed  so,  as  not  to  do  more  harm 
than  good :  for  since  you  are  so  certain,  that  there  are 
degrees,  of  punishments  or  penalties  that  will  do  good, 
and  other  degrees  of  them  that  will  do  harm ;  ought 
you  not  to  have  told  us,  what  that  true  degree  is,  or 
how  it  may  be  known^  without  which  all  your  goodly 
scheme  is  of  no  use  ?  For  allowing  all  you  have  said  to 
be  as  true  as  you  would  have  it,  no  good  can  be  done 
without  showing  the  just  measure  of  punishment  to  be 
used. 

If  the  degree  be  too  great,  it  will,  you  confess,  do 
harm :  can  one  then  not  err  on  the  other  hand,  by  using 
too  little  ?  If  you  say  so,  we  are  agreed,  and  I  desire  no 
better  toleration.  If  therefore  too  great  will  do  harm, 
and  too  little,  in  your  opinion,  will  do  no  good ;  you 
ought  to  tell  us  the  just  mean.  This  I  pressed  upon 
you  ;  whereof  that  the  reader  may  be  judge,  I  shall 
here  trouble  him  with  the  repetition : 

**  There  is  a  third  thing,  that  you  are  as  tender  and 
"  reserved  in,  as  either  naming  the  criminals  to  be  pu- 
**  nished,  or  positively  telling  us  the  end  for  which  they 
should  be  punished  :  and  that  is,  with  what  sort  of 
penalties^  what  degree  of  punishment,  they  should 
'^  be  forced.  You  are  indeed  so  gracious  to  them,  that 
"  you  renounce  the  severities  and  penalties  hitherto 
'<  made  use  of.  You  tell  us,  they  should  be  but  mode- 
'^  rate  penalties.  But  if  we  ask  you  what  are  moderate 
*^  penalties,  you  confess  you  cannot  tell  us :  so  that  by 
"  moderate  here,  you  yet  mean  nothing.  You  tell  us, 
^'  the  outward  force  to  be  applied,  should  be  duly  tem- 
'^  pered.  But  what  that  due  temper  is,  you  do  not, 
'^  or  cannot  say  ;*  and  so,  in  effect^  it  signifies  just  no- 
thing. Yet  if  in  this  you  are  not  plain  and  direct, 
all  the  rest  of  your  design  will  signify  nothing.  For 
it  being  to  have  some  men,  and  to  some  end  punish* 
**  ed ;  yet  if  it  cannot  be  found  what  punishment  is  to 
^*  be  used,  it  is,  notwithstanding  all  you  have  said,  ut* 
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^*  terly  useless.  You  tell  us  modestly,  That  to  deter- 
**  mine  precisely  the  just  measure  of  the  punishment, 
**  will  require  some  consideration.  If  the  faults  were 
**  precisely  determined,  and  could  ]ye  proved,  it  would 
**  require  no  more  consideration  to  determine  the  mea- 
sure of  the  punishment  in  this,  than  it  would  in  any 
other  case,  where  those  were  known.  But  where  the 
**  fault  is  undefined,  and  the  guilt  not  to  be  proved, 
**  as  I  suppose  it  will  be  found  in  this  present  business 
*^  of  examining;  it  will  without  doubt  require  considera- 
**  tion  to  proportion  the  force  to  the  design:  just  so 
*^  much  consideration  as  it  will  require  to  fit  a  coat  to 
''  the  moon,  or  proportion  a  shoe  to  the  feet  of  those 
*^  who  inhabit  her.  For  to  proportion  a  punishment  to 
**  a  fault  that  you  do  not  name,  and  so  we  in  charity 
ought  to  think  you  do  not  yet  know,  and  a  fault  that 
when  you  have  named  it,  it  will  be  impossible  to  be 
♦*  proved  who  are  or  are  not  guilty  of  it,  will,  I  sup- 
"  pose,  require  as  much  consideration  as  to  fit  a  shoe 
*^  to  feet  whose  size  and  shape  are  not  known. 

"  However,  you  offer  some  measures  whereby  to  re* 
gulate  your  punishments ;  which  when  they  are  looked 
into,  will  be  found  to  be  just  as  good  as  none,  they 
being  impossible  to  be  any  rule  in  the  case.  The  first 
^'  is,  So  much  force,  or  such  penalties  as  are  ordinarily 
**  sufficient  to  prevail  with  men  of  common  discretion, 
and  not  desperately  perverse  and  obstinate,  to  weigh 
matters  of  religion  carefully  and  impartially,  and 
*'  without  which  ordinarily  they  will  not  do  this.  Where 
"  it  is  to  be  observed : 

**  First,  That  who  are  these  men  of  common  discre* 
**  tion,  is  as  hard  to  know,  as  to  know  what  is  a  fit  de- 
gree of  punishment  in  the  case ;  and  so.  you  do  but 
regulate  one  uncertainty  by  another.  Some  men  will 
be  apt  to  think,  that  he  who  will  not  weigh  matters 
of  religion,  which  are  of  infinite  concernment  to  him, 
without  punishment,  cannot  in  reason  be  thought  a 
**  man  of  common  discretion.  Many  women  of  com- 
**  mon  discretion  enough  to  manage  the  ordinary  af- 
**  fairs  of  their  families,  are  not  able  to  read  a  page  in 
^'  an  ordinary  author,  or  to  understand  and  giveau 
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"  account  what  it  means,  when  read  to  them.  Many 
•*  tnen  of  common  discretion  in  their  callings,  are  not 
'*  able  to  judge  when  an  argument  is  conclusive  or  no ; 
^  much  less  to  trace  it  through  a  long  train  of  cofise- 
••  quences.  What  penalties  shall  be  sufficient  to  pre- 
**  vail  with  such,  who  upon  examination,  I  fear,  will  not 
"  be  found  to  make  the  least  part  of  mankind,  to  ex- 
•*  amine  and  weigh  matters  of  religion  carefully  and 
**  impartially  ?  The  law  allows  all  to  have  common  dis- 
"  cretion,  for  whom  it  has  not  provided  guardians  or 
"  Bedlam.  So  that,  in  effect,  your  men  of  common 
•'  discretion,  are  all  men  not  judged  idiots  or  madmen  : 
*^  and  penalties  sufficient  to  prevail  with  men  of  com- 
**  mon  discretion,  are  penalties  sufficient  to  prevail  with 
^^  all  men  but  idiots  and  madmen  ;  which  what  a  mea- 
**  sure  it  is  to  regulate  penalties  by,  let  all  men  of 
common  discretion  judge. 

Secondly,  you  may  be  pleased  to  consider,  that  all 
"  men  of  the  same  degree  of  discretion,  are  not  apt  to 
be  moved  by  the  same  degree  of  penalties.  Some  are 
"  of  a  morc  yielding,  some  of  a  more  stiff  temper ;  and 
"  what  is  sufficient  to  prevail  on  one,  is  not  half  enough 
**  to  move  the  other  ;  though  both  men  of  common  dis- 
*•  cretion.  So  that  common  discretion  will  be  here  of 
**  no  use  to  determine  the  measure  of  punishment ;  es- 
•*  pecially,  when  in  the  same  clause  you  except  men 
**  desperately  perverse  and  obstinate ;  who  are  as  hard 
"  to  be  known,  as  what  you  seek,  viz.  the  just  propor- 
•*  tions  of  punishments  necessary  to  prevail  with  men 
**  to  consider,  examine,  and  weigh  matters  of  religion : 
"  wherein,  if  a  man  tells  you  he  has  considered,  he  has 
*•  weighed,  he  has  examined,  and  so  goes  on  in  his  for- 
•*  mef  course,  it  is  impossible  for  you  ever  to  know 
•*  whether  he  has  done  his  duty,  or  whether  he  be  de- 
sperately perveree  and  obstinate.  So  that  this  excep- 
tion signi^es  just  nothing. 

There  are  many  things  in  your  use  of  force  and  pe- 
nalties, different  from  any  I  ever  met  with  elsewhere. 
One  of  them,  this  clause  of  yours  concerning  the 
**  measure  of  punishments,  now  under  consideration, 
^  offers  me :  wherein  you  proportion  your  punishments 
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^'  only  to  the  yielding  and  corrigible,  not  to  Uie  per- 
''  verse  and  obstinate ;  contrary  to  the  common  dis* 
*^  cretion  which  has  hitherto  made  laws  in  other  cases, 
^*  which  levels  the  punishments  against  refractory  offen* 
**  ders,  and  never  spares  them  because  they  are  obstinate. 
*^  This  however  I  will  not  blame  as  an  oversight  in 
*^  you.  Your  new  method,  which  aims  at  such  im- 
*'  practicable  and  inconsistent  things  as  laws  cannot 
bear^  nor  penalties  be  uselful  to^  forced  you  to  it* 
The  uselessness,  absurdity,  and  unreasonableness  of 
^*  great  severities,  you  had  acknowledged  in  the  fore- 
^  going  paragraphs:  Dissenters  you  would  have  brought 
^'  to  consider  by  moderate  penalties.  They  lie  under 
^  them ;  but  whether  they  have  considered  or  no^  for 
that  you  cannot  tell,  they  still  continue  dissenters. 
What  is  to  be  done  now  ?  Why,  the  incurable  are  to 
be  left  to  God,  as  you  tell  us.  Your  punishments 
'^  were  not  meant  to  prevail  on  the  desperately  perverse 
and  obstinate,  as  you  tell  us  here.  And  so  what* 
ever  be  the  success^  your  punishments  are  however 
justified/' 

The  fulness  of  your  answer  to  my  question,  ^^  With 
what  punishments  ?  '*  made  you  possibly  pass  by  these 
two  or  three  pages  without  making  any  particular  reply 
to  any  thing  I  said  in  them  :  we  will  therefore  examine 
that  answer  of  yours,  where  you  tell  us,  *'  That  having 
*^  in  your  answer  declared  that  you  take  the  severities 
**  so  often  mentioned  (which  either  destroy  men,  or 
<<  make  them  miserable)  to  be  utterly  unapt  and  im* 
"  proper  (for  reasons  there  given)  to  bring  men  to  em* 
<<  brace  the  truth  that  must  save  them :  but  just  how 
'^  far  within  those  bounds  that  force  extends  itself, 
**  which  is  really  serviceable  to  that  end,  you  do  not 
^'  presume  to  determine.'*  To  determine  how  far 
moderate  force  reaches,  when  it  is  necessary  to  your 
business  that  it  should  be  determined,  is  not  presuming : 
you  might  with  more  reason  have  called  it  presuming  to 
{alk  of  moderate  penalties,  and  not  to  be  able  to  deter* 
mine  what  you  mean  by  them ;  or  to  promise,  as  you 
do,  that  you  will  tell  plainly  and  directly,  with  what 

puni«hinent9 ;  and  here  to  teU  us,  you  do  not  presume  to 
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determine.  But  you  give  a  reason  for  this  modesty  of 
yours,  in  what  follows,  where  you  tell  me,  I  have  not 
shown  any  cause  why  you  should.  And  yet  you  may 
find,  in  what  is  above  repeated  to  you,  these  words,  "  If 
''  in  this  you  are  not  plain  and  direct,  all  the  rest  of 
"  your  design  will  signify  nothing."  But  had  I  failed 
in  showing  any  cause  why  you  should ;  and  your  charity 
would  not  enlighten  us,  unless  driven  by  my  reasons  ; 
I  dare  say  yet,  if  I  have  not  shown  any  cause  why  you 
should  determine  in  this  point,  I  can  show  a  cause  why 
you  should  not.  For  I  will  l3e  answerable  to  you,  that 
you  cannot  name  any  degree  of  punishment,  which  will 
not  be  either  so  great,  as  to  come  among  those  you  con- 
demn, and  show  what  your  moderation,  what  your  aver- 
sion to  ^persecution  is;  or  else  too  little  to  attain  those 
ends  for  which  you  propose  it.  But  whatever  you  tell 
me,  that  I  have  shown  no  cause  why  you  sliould  deter- 
mine, I  thought  it  might  have  passed  for  a  cause  why 
you  should  determine  more  particularly,  that^  as  you 
will  find  in  those  pages,  I  had  proved  that  the  measures 
you  offer,  whereby  to  regulate  your  punishments,  are 
just  as  good  as  none. 

Your  measures  in  your  "  argument  considered/'  and 
which  you  repeat  here  again,  are  in  these  words  :  ^*  so 
<<  much  force,  or  such  penalties  as  are  ordinarily  sufii- 
''  cient  to  prevail  with  men  of  common  discretion,  and 
**  not  desperately  perverse,  to  weigh  matters  of  religion 
**  carefully  and  impartially,  and  without  which  or- 
•*  dinarily  they  will  not  do  this :  so  much  force  or 
**  such  penalties  may  fitly  and  reasonably  be  used  for  the 
*•  promoting  true  religion  in  the  world,  and  the  salva- 
**  tion  of  souls.  And  what  just  exception  this  is  liable 
•*  to,  you  do  not  understand."  Some  of  the  exceptions 
it  is  liable  to,  you  might  have  seen  in  what  I  have  here 
again  caused  to  be  reprinted,  if  you  had  thought  them 
worth  your  notice.  But  you  go  on  to  tell  us  here, 
^  that  when  you  speak  of  men  of  common  discretion, 
**  and  not  desperately  perverse  and  obstinate,  you  think 
^'  it  is  plain  enough,  that  by  common  discretion  you 
**  exclude  not  idiots  only,  and  such  as  we  usually  call 
^<  madmen,  but  likewise  the  desperately  perverse  and 
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"  obstinate,  who  perhaps  may  well  enough  deserve 
•*  that  name,  though  they  be  not  wont  to  be  sent  to 
"  Bedlam." 

Whether  by  this  you  have  at  all  taken  off  the  diffi- 
culty, and  shown  your  measure  to  1)e  any  at  all  in  the 
use  of  force,  I  leave  the  reader  to  judge.     I  asked,  since 
great  ones  are  unfit,  what  degrees  of  punishment  or 
force  are  to  be  used  ?  You  answer,  •*  So  much  force, 
**  and  such  penalties  as  are  ordinarily  sufficient  to  pre- 
"  vail  with  men  of  ordinary  discretion.**     I  tell  you  it 
is  as  hard  to  know  who  those  men  of  common  discretion 
are,  as  what  degree  of  punishment  you    would  have 
used ;  unless  we  will  take  the  **  determination  of  the 
"  law,  which  allows  all  to  have  common  discretion,  for 
**  whom  it  has  not  provided  guardians   or  Bedlam :  '* 
so  that  in  effect,  your  men  of  common  discretion  are  all 
men  not  judged  idiots  or  madmen.     To  clear  this,  you 
tell  us,  "  when  you  speak  of  men  of  common  discretion, 
•*  and  not  desperately  perverse  and  obstinate,  you  think 
"  it  is  plain  enough,  by  common  discretion  you  exclude 
**  not  idiots  only,  and  such  as  are  usually  called  madmen, 
"  but  likewise  the  desperately  perverse  and  obstinate.** 
It  may  be  you  did,  for  you  best  know  what  you  meant 
in  writing ;  but  if  by  men  of  common  discretion,  you 
excluded  the  desperately  perverse  and  obstinate,  let  us 
put  what  you  meant  by  the  words,  men  of  common 
discretion,  in  the  place  of  those  words  themselves,  and 
then,  according  to  your  meaning,  your  rule  stands  thus : 
penalties  ordinarily  sufficient  to  prevail  with  men  not 
desperately  pervei-se  and  obstinate,  and  with  men  not 
desperately  perverwse  and  obstinate :  so  that  at  last,  by 
men  of  common  discretion,  either  you  excluded  only 
idiots  and  madmen  ;  or  if  we  must  take  your  word  for 
it,  that  by  them  you  excluded  likewise  the  desperately 
perverse  and  obstinate,  and  so  meant  something  else ; 
it  is  plain,  you  meant  only  a  very  useless  and  insignifi- 
cant tautology. 

You  go  on,  and  tell  us,  *•  If  the  penalties  you  speak 
"  of,  be  intended  for  the  curing  men's  unreasonable 
"  prejudices  and  refractoriness  against  the  true  religion, 
'*  then  the  reason  why  the  desperately  perverse  and  ob- 
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*^  stioate  are  not  to  be  regarded  in  measuring  these  pe« 
'*  naUie3«  is  very  apparent.  For  as  remedies  are  not 
**  provided  for  the  incurable,  so  in  the  preparing  and 
tempering  themi  regard  is  to  be  had  only  to  those  for 
whom  they  are  designed."  Which,  true  or  false,  is 
nothing  to  the  purpose,  in  a  place  where  you  profess  to 
inform  us,  what  punishments  are  to  be  used.  We  are 
inquiring  who  are  the  desperately  perverse  and  obstinate, 
and  not  whether  they  are  to  be  punished  or  no.  You  pre- 
tend to  give  us  a  rule  to  know  what  d^rees  of  force  are 
to  be  used,  and  tell  us,  **  it  is  so  much  as  is  ordinarily 
''  sulHcient  to  prevail  with  men  of  common  discretion, 
'*  and  not  desperately  perverse  and  obstinate."  We 
again  ask,  who  are  your  men  of  common  discretion?  You 
tell  usj  *'  such  as  are  not  madmen  or  idiots,  or  desperately 
**  perverse  and  obstinate."  Very  well,  but  who  are 
those  desperately  perverse  and  obstinate,  how  shall  we 
know  them?  and  to  this  you  tell  us,  '^  they  are  not  to  be 
<<  regarded  in  measuring  these  penalties.''  Whereby 
certainly  we  have  got  a  plain  measure  of  your  moderate 
penalties.  No,  not  yet ;  you  go  on  in  your  next  para- 
graph to  perfect  it,  where  you  say,  *^  To  prevent  a  little 
*^  cavil,  it  may  be  needful  to  note  that  there  are  degrees 
*^  of  perverseness  and  obstinacy,  and  that  men  may  be 
**  perverse  and  obstinate  without  being  desperately  ao." 
So  then  now  we  have  your  measure  complete ;  and  to 
determine  the  just  degrees  of  punishments,  and  to  clear 
up  the  doubt,  who  are  the  desperately  perverse  and  ob^ 
stinate,  we  need  but  be  told  that  ^^  there  are  degrees  of 
**  perverseness  and  obstinacy  ; "  and  that  men  may  be 
perverse  and  obstinate  without  being  desperately  so :  and 
that  therefore  **  some  perverse  and  obstinate  persons 
may  lie  thought  curable,  though  such  as  are  despe* 
rately  so,  cannot."  But  does  all  this  tell  us,  who  are 
the  desperately  perverse  and  obstinate?  which  is  the 
thing  we  want  to  be  informed  in ;  nor  till  you  have  told 
us  that,  have  you  removed  the  objection. 

But  if  by  desperately  perverse  and  obstinate,  you  will 
tell  us,  you  meant  those,  that  are  not  wrought  upon  by 
your  moderate  penalties,  as  you  seem  to  intimate  in 
your  reason  why  the  desperately  perverse  and  obstinate 
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are  not  to  be  regarded  in  measuring  these  penalties  : 
*^  for,  say  you,  as  remedies  are  not  provided  for  the 
^  incurable;  so  in  preparing  and  tempering  them, 
**  regard  is  to  be  had  only  to  those  for  whom  they  are 
**  designed."  So  that  by  the  desperately  perverse  and 
obstinate,  you  will  perhaps  say,  it  was  plain  you  meant 
the  incurable ;  for  you  ordinarily  shift  off  the  doubt- 
fulness of  one  place,  by  appealing  to  as  doubtful  an  ex- 
pression in  another.  If  you  say  then,  that  by  despe- 
rately perverse  and  obstinate,  you  mean  incurable;  I 
ask  you  again  by  what  incurable  ?  by  your  lower  degrees 
of  force  ?  For  I  hope  where  force  is  proper  to  work, 
those  who  are  not  wrought  on  by  lower  degrees,  may 
yet  be  by  higher.  If  you  mean  so,  then  your  answer 
will  amount  to  thus  much  :  moderate  penalties  are  such 
as  are  suflScient  to  prevail  on  those  who  are  not  despe- 
rately perverse  and  obstinate.  The  desperately  per- 
verse and  obstinate  are  those  who  are  incurable,  and  the 
incurable  are  those  on  whom  moderate  penalties  are  not 
sufficient  to  prevail :  whereby  at  last  we  have  got  a  sure 
measure  of  what  are  moderate  penalties ;  just  such  an 
one,  as  if  having  a  sovereign  universal  medicine  put  into 
your  hand,  which  will  never  fail  if  you  can  hit  the 
right  dose,  which  the  inventor  tells  you  must  be  mode- 
rate :  you  should  ask  him  what  was  the  moderate  quan- 
tity it  is  to  be  given  in  ;  and  he  should  answer,  in  such 
a  quantity  as  was  ordinarily  sufficient  to  work  on  com- 
mon constitutions,  and  not  desperately  perverse  and 
obstinate.  And  to  your  asking  again,  who  were  of  des- 
perately perverse  and  obstinate  constitutions  ?  it  should 
be  answered,  those  that  were  incurable.  And  who  were 
incurable  ?  Those  whom  a  moderate  quantity  would  not 
work  on.  And  thus  to  your  satisfaction  you  know  the 
moderate  dose  by  the  desperately  perverse  and  obsti- 
nate; and  the  desperately  perverse  and  obstinate  by 
being  incurable;  and  the  incurable  by  the  moderate 
dose.  For  if,  as  you  say,  remedies  are  not  provided  for 
the  incurable,  and  none  but  moderate  penalties  are  to 
be  provided,  is  it  not  plain,,  that  you  mean,  that  all  that 
will  not  be  wrought  on  by  your  moderate  penalties,  are 
in  your  sense  incur|(ble  | 
VOL.  V,  T 
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Td  eftse  yoi3,  ftir^  of  Justifying  yourself,  and  showing 
th&t  I  have  mistaken  you,  do  but  tell  us  positively  what 
In  penalties  is  the  highest  degree  of  moderate ;  who  are 
desperately  perverse  and  obstinate ;  or  who  are  incur- 
able ;  without  this  relative  and  circular  way  of  defining 
one  by  the  other ;  and  I  will  yield  myself  to  have  mis- 
taken you,  as  much  as  you  please. 

If  by  incurable,  you  mean  such  as  no  penalties,  no  pu- 
nishments, no  force  is  sufficient  to  work  on ;  then  your 
measure  of  moderate  penalties  will  be  this,  that  they  are 
such  as  are  sufficient  to  prevail  with  men  not  Incurable, 
i.  e.  who  cannot  be  prevailed  on  by  any  punishments, 
any  force  whatsoever ;  which  will  be  a  measure  of  mo- 
derate punishments,  which  (whatsoever  you  do)  some 
will  be  very  apt  to  approve  of. 

But  let  us  suppose  by  these  marks,  since  you  will 
afford  us  no  better,  that  we  can  find  who  are  desperately 
perverse  and  obstinate,  we  are  yet  as  far  as  ever  from 
finding  the  measures  of  your  moderate  punishments, 
till  it  can  t^e  known,  what  degree  of  force  it  is,  that 
is  ordinarily  sufficient  to  prevail  with  all  that  are  men 
of  common  discretion,  and  not  desperately  perverse 
and  obstinate;  for  you  are  told,  that  all  men  of  the 
same  degree  of  discretion  are  not  apt  to  be  moved  with 
the  same  degree  of  penalties :  but  to  this  too  you  an- 
swer  nothing,  and  so  we  are  still  without  any  rule  or 
means  of  knowing  how  to  adjust  your  punishments, 
that  being  ordinarily  sufficient  to  prevail  upon  one,  the 
double  Whereof  is  not  ordinarily  sufficient  to  prevail  on 
another. 

I  tell  you  in  the  same  place,  **  that  you  have  given 
"  us  ifl  another  place,  something  like  another  boundary 
*'  to  your  moderate  penalties :  but  when  examined,  it 
**  proves  just  like  the  rest,  amusing  us  only  with  good 
**  words,  so  put  together  as  to  have  no  direct  meaning; 
**  an  art  very  much  in  use  amongst  some  sort  of  learned 
••  men  :  the  words  are  these :  such  penalties  as  may  not 
"  tempt  persons  who  have  any  concern  for  their  eternal 
'*  salvation  (and  those  who  have  none,  ought  not  to  be 
"  considered)  to  renounce  a  religion  which  they  believe 
*^  to  be  true,  or  profess  one  which  they  do  not  believe 
•«  to  be  so.    If  by  any  concern,  you  mean  such  as  men 
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^  ought  to  have  for  their  eternal  salvation ;  Iy)r  this  rule 
**  you  may  make  year  punishments  as  great  as  you 
^  frieaae;  and  all  the  seventies  you  have  disdained 
''may  be  brought  in  play  again  :  for  none  of  those  will 
''  be  able  to  make  a  man,  who  is  tridy  concerned  for 
''  his  eternal  salvation^  renounce  a  rdiigion  he  believes 
**  to  be  true,  or  profess  one  he  does  not  believe  to  be 
so.  If  by  those  who  have  any  concern^  you  mean 
such»  who  have  some  faint  wishes  for  happiness  here- 
after^ and  would  be  glad  to  have  things  go  well  with 
**  them  in  the  other  world,  but  will  venture  nothing  in 
''  this  world  for  it ;  these  the  moderatest  panisfaments 
''  you  can  imagine,  will  make  to  change  their  religion. 
"  If  by  any  concern,  you  mean  whatever  may  be  be* 
''  tween  these  two ;  the  degrees  are  so  infinite^  that  to 
^  proportion  your  punishments  by  that,  is  to  have  no 
''  measure  of  tb^n  at  all/'  To  which  all  the  reply  I 
can  find  is  only  this,  ''  that  there  are  degrees  of  care*- 
^  lessness  in  men  of  their  salvation,  as  well  as  of  con- 
**  cem  for  it.  So  that  such  as  have  some  concern  for 
^  their  salvation  may  yet  be  careless  of  it  to  a  great  de- 
^  gree.  And  therefore  if  those  who  have  any  concern 
**  for  their  salvation »  deserve  regard  and  pity ;  then  so 
**  may  some  careless  persons :  though  those  who  have 
**  no  concern  for  their  salvation^  deserve  not  to  be 
'*  considered,  which  spoils  a  little  harangue  you  give 
''  us/'  P.  382,  If  you  think  this  to  be  an  answer  to 
what  I  said,  or  that  it  can  satisfy  one  concerning  the 
way  of  knowing  what  degrees  of  punishment  are  to  be 
used,  pray  tell  us  so.  The  inquiry  is  **  what  degrees 
**  of  punishment  will  tempt  a  man  who  has  any  con- 
*'  cem  for  his  eternal  salvation,  to  renounce  a  religion 
**  he  believes  to  be  true?"  And  it  b answered,  "  There 
^  are  degrees  of  carelessness  in  men  of  their  salvation, 
«  as  well  as  concern  for  it."  A  happy  discovery :  what 
is  the  use  of  it  ?  "  So  that  such  as  have  some  concern 
**  for  their  salvation,  may  yet  be  careless  of  it  to  a 
"  great  degree."  Very  true :  by  this  we  may  know 
what  degree  of  force  is  to  be  used.  No,  not  a  word  of 
that,  but  the  inference  is,  ^^  and  therefore  if  those  who 
?*  have  any  concern  for  their  salvation,  deserve  regard 
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**  and  pity»  then  so  may  some  careless  persons ;  though 
**  those  who  have  no  concern  for  their  salvation,  deserve 
'*  not  to  be  considered/'  And  by  this  time  we  know 
what  degree  of  force  will  make  a  man,  who  has  any  con- 
cern for  his  salvation,  renounce  a  religion  he  believes 
true,  and  profess  one  he  does  not  believe  to  be  so.  This 
might  do  well  at  cross  questions :  but  you  are  satisfied 
with  what  you  have  done,  and  what  that  is,  you  tell  me 
in  the  next  words,  **  which  spoils  a  little  harangue  of 
*^  yours  given  us,**  P.  S82.  The  harangue  I  suppose 
is  contained  in  these  words : 

'*  One  thing  I  cannot  but  take  notice  of  in  this  pas* 
'*  sage  before  I  leave  it :  and  that  is  that  you  say  here, 
**  those  who  have  no  concern  for  their  salvation,  deserve 
**  not  to  be  considered.     In  other  parts  of  your  letter 

you  pretend  to  have  compassion  on  the  careless^  and 

provide  remedies  for  them :  but  here  of  a  sudden 
**  your  charity  fails  you,  and  you  give  them  up  to 
**  eternal  perdition,  without  the  least  regard,  the  least 
**  pity,  and  say,  they,  deserve  not  to  be  considered. 
**  Our  Saviour's  rule  was,  the  sick  and  not  the  whole 
**  need  a  physician :  your  rule  here  is,  those  that  are 
**  careless  are  not  to  be  considered,  but  are  to  be  left 
**  to  themselves.  This  would  seem  strange,  if  one  did 
*^  not  observe  what  drew  you  to  it.  You  perceived  that 
*'  if  the  magistrate  was  to  use  no  punishments,  but  such 
*^  as  would  make  nobody  change  their  religion,  he  was 
**  to  use  none  at  all :  for  the  careless  would  be  brought 

to  the  national  church  with  any  slight  punishments ; 

and  when  they  are  once  there,  you  are  it  seems  satis<- 
**  fied,  and  look  no  farther  after  them.  So  that  by  your 
**  own  measures,  if  the  careless,  and  those  who  have  no 
**  concern  for  their  eternal  salvation,  are  to  be  regarded 
*^  and  taken  care  of,  if  the  salvation  of  their  souls  is  to 
*'  be  promoted,  there  are  to  be  no  punishments  to  be 
«<  used  at  all ;  and  therefore  you  leave  them  out  as  not 
"  to  be  considered." 

What  you  have  said,  is  so  far  from  spoiling  that  ha- 
rangue, as  you  are  pleased  to  call  it,  that  you  having 
nothing  else  to  say  to  it,  allow  what  is  laid  to  your 
cbai'ge  in  it. 
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Tou  wind  up  all  concerning  the  measures  of  your 
force  in  these  words:  ''And  as  those  medicines  are 
*'  thought  safe  and  adviseaUe,  which  do  ordinarily  cure, 
"  though  not  always  (as  none  do);  so  those  penalties 
'*  or  punishments,  which  are  ordinarily  found  sufficient 
**  (as  well  as  necessary)  for  the  ends  for  which  they  are 
''  designed,  may  fitly  and  reasonably  be  used  for  the 
''  compassing  these  ends.**  Here  your  ordinarily  comes 
to  your  help  again ;  and  here  one  would  think  that  you 
meant  such  as  cure  sometimes,  not  always ;  some,  though 
not  all :  ^nd  in  this  sense  will  not  the  utmost  severities 
come  within  your  rule?  For  can  you  say,  if  punish* 
ments  are  to  be  used  to  prevail  on  any,  that  the  greater 
will,  where  lower  fail,  prevail  on  none  ?  At  least  can 
you  be  sure  of  it  till  they  have  been  tried  for  the  com- 
passing these  ends  ?  which,  as  we  shall  see  in  another 
place,  you  have  assigned  various  enough.  I  shall  only 
take  notice  of  two  or  three  often  repeated  by  you,  and 
those  are  to  make  men  hear,  to  make  men  consider^  to 
make  men  consider  as  they  ought,  i.  e.  as  you  explain 
it,  to  make  men  consider  so,  as  not  to  reject.  The 
greatness  of  the  force  then  according  to  this  measure, 
must  be  sufficient  to  make  men  hear,  sufficient  to  make 
men  consider,  and  sufficient  to  make  men  embrace  the 
true  reUgion. 

And  now  the  magistrate  has  all  your  rules  about  the 
measures  of  punishments  to  be  used,  and  may,  con- 
fidently and  safely,  go  to  work  to  establish  it  by  a  law ; 
for  he  having  these  marks  to  guide  him,  that  they  must 
be  great  enough  ordinarily  to  prevail  with  those  who 
are  not  idiots  or  madmen,  nor  desperately  perverse  and 
obstinate ;  great  enough  ordinarily  to  prevail  with  men 
to  hear,  consider,  and  embrace  the  true  religion,  dnd 
yet  not  so  great  as  might  tempt  persons,  who  have  any 
concern  for  their  eternal  salvation,  to  renounce  a  reli- 
gion which  they  believe  to  be  true,  or  profess  one  which 
they  do  not  believe  to  be  so :  do  you  not  think  you  have 
sufficiently  instructed  him  in  your  meaning,  and  enabled 
him  to  find  the  just  temper  of  his  punishments  accord- 
ing to  your  scheme,  neither  too  much,  nor  too  little  ? 
But  however  you  may  be  sMisfied  with  them,  I  suppose 
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others,  when  it  comes  to  be  put  in  practice,  will  by  these 
measures,  which  are  all  I  can  find  in  your  scheme,  be 
scarce  able  to  find,  what  are  the  punishments  you  would 
hare  used. 

In  Eutopia  thare  is  a  medicine  called  hiera  {Hcra, 
which  it  is  supposed  would  cure  a  troublesome  disease 
of  that  country :  but  it  is  not  to  be  gi^en,  but  in  the  dose 
prescribed  by  the  law,  and  in  adjusting  the  dose  lies  all 
the  skill:  for,  if  you  give  too  much,  it  heightens  the 
distemper,  and  spreads  the  mortal  contagion ;  and  if  too 
little  it  does  no  good  at  alL  With  this  difficulty  the 
law-makers  have  been  perplexed  these  many  ages,  and 
could  not  light  on  the  right  dose,  that  would  work  the 
cure,  till  lately  there  isame  an  undertaker,  who  would 
show  them  how  they  could  not  mistake.  He  bid  them 
then  prescribe  so  much,  as  would  ordinarily  be  effectual 
upon  all  that  were  not  idiots  or  madmen,  or  in  whom 
the  humour  was  not  desperately  perverse  and  obstinate, 
to  produce  the  end  for  which  it  was  designed ;  but  not 
lio  much  as  would  make  a  man  in  health,  who  had  any 
concern  for  his  life,  fall  into  a  mortal  disease.  These 
were  good  words,  and  he  was  rewarded  for  them  :  but 
when  by  them  they  came  to  fix  the  dose,  they  could  not 
tell  whether  it  ought  to  be  a  grain,  a  dram,  or  an  ounce, 
or  an  whole  pound,  any  more  than  before ;  and  so  the 
dose  of  their  hiera  picra,  notwithstanding  this  gentle- 
man's pains,  is  as  uncertain,  and  that  sovemgn  remedy 
as  useless  as  ever  it  was. 

In  the  next  paragraph  you  tell  us,  <'  You  do  not  see 
what  more  can  be  required  to  justify  the  rule  here 
given."  So  quick  a  sight  needs  no  spectacles.  *^  For 
**  if  I  demand  that  it  should  express  what  penalties  par- 
^*  ticularly  are  such  as  it  says  may  fitly  and  reasonably 
**  be  used ;  this  I  must  give  you  leave  to  tell  me  is  a 
^*  very  unreasonable  demand."  It  is  an  unreasonable 
demand,  if  your  rule  be  such,  that  by  it  I  may  know 
without  any  more  ado  the  particular  penalties  that  are 
fit ;  otherwise  it  is  not  unreasonable  to  demand  them  by 
name,  if  your  marks  be  not  sufficient  to  know  them  by. 
But  let  us  hear  your  reason,  "  For  what  rule  is  there 
^  that  expresses  the  particulars  that  agree  with  it?** 
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And  it  k  an  adminibte  rule  with  vbich  9n$  €»n  £p4  ?m» 
particulars  that  agree ;  for  I  chaUeo«  you  to  iq^tfiw^ 
ill  one ;  ^<  a  rule*  you  say*  is  iotepoed  for  a  common 
'^  measure  by  which  particulate  are  to  be  ^)c«miso4» 
''  and  therefore  must  necessarily  be  i^o^al/'  3o  ge* 
nerialy  loose,  and  inconsistent,  that  po  particulars  caa 
be  examined  by  it :  for  again  I  challenge  you>  9^  any 
man  lining,  to  measure  out  any  punishment  by  this  yoMr 
common  measure,  and  establish  it  by  a  law.  You  go 
on ;  ''  And  these  to  whom  it  is  given  are  supposed  to 
^  be  able  to  apply  it,  and  to  judge  of  particulars  by  it. 
**  Nay  it  is  often  seen  that  they  are  better  able  to  dQ  this 
^  than  those  who  §^ve  it ;  and  so  it  is  in  th^  present 
*'  case ;  the  rule  hereby  laid  down  is  that  by  which  you 
*^  suppose  governors  and  law-givers  ought  to  e^Mmine 
^  the  penalties  they  use  ibr  the  promoting  the  truf  ra* 
^  ligion^  and  the  E)idv«tioo  of  souls/'  Such  a  rul^  it 
ought  to  be  I  grant,  and  such  aa  one  is  desired :  bat 
that  yours  is  auch  a  ride  as  oEiagistrates  oaa  take  any 
measure  by,  for  the  punishments  they  are  to  settle  by 
law,  is  denied,  and  you  are  again  desired  to  %\^qw,. 
You  proceed :  **  But  certainly  no  man  doubts  hut  tbeir 
*^  prudence  and  experience  enables  them  to  use  .and 
^  apfdy  it  better  than  other  men,  and  to  judge  more 
**  exactly  what  penalties  do  agree  with  it,  and  what 
^  do  not ;  and  theref(M^  you  think  I  must  excuse  you 
^  if  yott  do  not  take  upon  you  to  teach  them  what  it 
^  becomes  you  rath^  to  learn  from  them."  If  we  are 
not  to  doubt  but  their  prudence  and  experieoce  enables 
magistmtes  to  judge  best  what  penalties  are  j&t,  you 
have  indeed  given  us  at  last  a  way  to  know  the  measui;e 
of  punishments  to  be  used :  but  it  is  such  ap  mie  as 
puts  an  end  to  your  distinction  of  moderate  penalties : 
for  no  magistrates  that  I  know,  when  they  oace  bega^n 
to  use  ibrce  to  bring  men  to  their  religion,  ever  atoppc4 
till  they  came  to  some  of  those  severities  you  condemn ; 
and  if  you  pretend  to  teach  them  moderation  for  the 
future,  with  hopes  to  succeed;  you  ought  to  have 
showed  them  the  just  bounds,  beyond  which  they 
ought  not  to  go,  in  a  model  so  wholly  new,  and  besides 
aU  expari€»ce.    But  if  it  be  to  be  detenmined  by  tlieir 
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prudence  and  experience,  whatever  degrees  of  force  they 
shall  use,  will  always  be  the  right. 

Law-makers  and  governors  however  beholden  to  you 
for  your  good  opinion  of  their  prudence  and  experience, 
yet  have  no  reason  to  thank  you  for  your  compliment, 
by  giving  such  an  exercise  to  their  prudence  and  expe- 
rience as  to  put  it  upon  them  to  find  out  the  just  mea- 
sures of  punishments,  by  rules  you  give  them ;  which 
are  such,  that  neither  yourself,  nor  any-body  else,  can 
find  out  any  measures  by.  The  other  part  of  your  com- 
pliment will  be  suspected  not  to  be  so  much  out  of  your 
abundant  respect  to  law-makers  and  governors,  as  out 
of  the  great  regard  you  have  to  yourself;  for  you  in  vain 
pretend  you  forbear  to  name  any  particular  punishments, 
because  you  will  not  take  upon  you  to  teach  governors 
and  law-makers ;  when  you  youi'self  own  in  the  same 
breath,  that  you  are  laying  down  rules  by  which  they 
are  to  proceed  in  the  use  of  penalties  for  promoting  re- 
ligion ;  which  is  little  different  from  teaching :  and  your 
whole  book  is  nothing  else  but  about  the  magistrate's 
power  and  duty.  I  excuse  you  therefore  for  your  own 
sake  from  naming  any  particular  punishments  by  your 
rules :  for  you  have  a  right  to  it,  as  all  men  have  a 
right  to  be  excused  from  doing  what  is  impossible  to  be 
done. 

Since  therefore  you  grant  that  those  severities  you 
have  named,  **  are  more  apt  to  hinder  than  promote 
'*  true  religion  f'  and  you  cannot  assign  any  measures 
of  punishment,  short  of  those  great  ones  you  have  con- 
demned, which  are  fit  to  promote  it ;  I  think  it  argu- 
ment enough  to  prove  against  you,  that  no  punishments 
are  fit;  till  you  have  showed  some  others,  either  by 
name,  or  such  marks  as  they  may  be  certainly  known 
by,  which  are  fit  to  promote  the  true  religion :  and 
therefore  nothing  you  have  said  there,  or  any*where  else, 
will  serve  to  show  that  **  it  is  with  little  reason,  as  you 
tell  me,  that  I  say,  that  if  your  indirect  and  at  a  dis- 
tance serviceableness  may  authorize  the  magistrate  to 
'<  use  force  in  religion,  all  the  cruelties  used  by  the 
*<  heathens  against  christians^  by  papists  against  protest- 
^  ants,  and  all  the  persecuting  of  christians  one  amongst 
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**  another,  are  all  jastifiaUe/'  To  which  you  add, 
**  Not  to  take  notice  at  present  how  oddly  it  sound?, 
^  that  that  which  authorizes  the  magistrates  to  use  mo* 
'*  derate  penalties  to  promote  the  true  religion,  should 
**  justify  all  the  cruelties  that  ever  were  used  to  pro^ 
**  mote  heathenism  or  popery.'* 

As  oddly  as  it  sounds  to  you,  it  will  be  evidently  true, 
as  long  as  that  which  authorizes  one,  authorizes  all  ma- 
gistrates of  any  religion  which  they  believe  to  be  true, 
to  use  force  to  promote  it :  and  as  long  as  you  cannot 
assign  any  bounds  to  your  moderate  punishments,  short 
of  those  g^at  ones;  which  you  therefore  are  not  able 
to  do,  because  your  principles,  whatever  your  words 
deny,  will  carry  you  to  those  d^rees  of  severity,  which 
in  profession  you  condemn :  and.  this,  whatever  you  do, 
I  dare  say  every  considering  reader  besides  you  will 
plainly  see.     So  that  this  imputation  is  not  so  unreason- 
able; since  it  is  evident,  that  you  must  either  renounce 
aU  punishments  whatsoever  in  religion,  or  make  use  of 
those  you  condemn :  for  in  the  next  page  you  tell  us, 
**  That  all  who  have  sufficient  means  of  instruction 
provided  for  them,  may  justly  be  punished  for  not 
being  of  the  national  religion,  where  the  true  is  the 
**  national  religion ;  because  it  is  a  fault  in  all  such  not 
*"  to  be  of  the  national  religion."      In  England  then, 
for  example,  not  to  be  of  the  national  religion  is  a 
fault,  and  a  fault  tp  be  punished  by  the  magistrate.    The 
magistrate  to  cure  this  fault  lays,  on  those  who  dissent, 
a  lower  degree  of  penalties,  a  fine  of  Id.  per  month. 
This  proving  insufficient,  what  is  the  magistrate  to  do  ? 
If  he  be  obliged,  as  you  say,  to  amend  this  fault  by  pe- 
nalties, and  that  low  one  of  Id.  per  month  be  not  suf- 
ficient to  procure  its  amendment,  is  he  not  to  increase 
the  penalty  ?     He  therefore  doubles  the  fine  to  id.  per 
month.     This  too  proves  ineffectual,  and  therefore  it  is 
still  for  the  same  reason  doubled,  till  it  comes  U>ls.  5s. 
10/.  100/.  1000/.     None  of  these  penalties  working, 
but  yet  by  being  constantly  levied,  leaving  the  delin* 
quents  no  longer  able  to  pay ;  imprisonment  and  other 
corporal  punishments  follow  to  enforce  an  obedience; 
tiU  at  last  this  gradual  increase  of  penalties  and  force. 
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each  degree  wkereof  wrought  on  some  few»  riiet  to  the 
highest  severities  against  those  who  stand  out.  F<r  the 
magistrate,  who  is  obliged  to  correct  this  vice,  as  yoa 
csall  it,  and  to  do  what  in  him  lies  to  cuve  thb  fiuilt, 
which  opposes  their  salvation  (  and  who,  (if  I  mistake 
not,  you  tell  us,)  is  answerable  £br  all  that  may  fi^w 
from  bis  neglect ;  had  no  reason  to  raise  the  fine  from 
Id.  to  &d.  but  because  the  first  was  ineffectual :  and  if 
that  wei*e  a  sufficient  reason  for  raising  from  the  first  to 
the  second  degvei^ ;  why  is  it  not  as  sufficient  to  prooeed 
from  the  second  to  the  third,  and  so  gradually  on  ?  I 
would  fain  have  any  one  sholv  me  where,  and  upon  what 
ground,  such  a  gradual  increase  of  force  can  stop,  till 
it  oome  to  the  utmost  extremities.  If  therefore  dissent** 
ing  from  the  church  of  England  be  a  fault  to  be  pu« 
nished  by  the  magistrate,  I  desure  you  to  tell  me,  where 
he  shall  hold  his  hand ;  to  name  the  sort  or  degree  of 
punishment,  beyond  which  he  ought  not  to  go  in  the 
use  of  force,  to  cure  them  of  that  fault,  and  bring  them 
to  conformity.  Till  you  have  done  that^  you  might 
have  spared  that  paragraph,  wliere  you  say,  **  With 
'*  what  ingenuity  I  draw  you  in  to  condemn  fonce  in 
*'  general,  only  because  you  acknowledge  the  ill  effects 
^  of  prosecuting  men  with  fire  and  sword,  &c.  yoa 
*'  may  leave  every  man  to  judge/'  And  I  leave  whom 
jrou  will  to  judge,  whether  from  your  own  principles  it 
does  not  unavoidably  follow,  that  if  you  condemn  any 
penalties  you  must  condemn  all,  as  I  have  shown ;  if 
you  will  retain  any,  you  must  retain  all :  you  must  either 
take  or  leave  all  together.  For,  as  I  have  aaid,  and 
you  deny  not,  ''  Where  there  is  no  fault,  th^e  no  pur 
'*  nisbinent  is' moderate ; '*  so  I  add.  Where  there  is  a 
&ult  to  be  corrected  by  the  magistrate's  force,  there  no 
degree  of  force,  which  is  ineffectual,  and  not  sufficient 
to  amend  it,  can  be  immoderate ;  especially  if  it  be  a 
fault  of  great  moment  in  its  consequences,  as  certainly 
that  must  be,  which  draws  after  it  the  loss  of  men's 
eternal  hairiness. 

You  will,  it  is  likely,  be  ready  to  say  here  again,  {fqr 
a  good  subterfuge  is  never  to  be  forsaken)  that  you  ex* 
eept  the  '*  desperately  perverse  And  obstinate."     I  de» 
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sire  to  know  for  what  TeasoD  you  except  tbem  ?  Is  it 
becaufie  they  oease  to  be  faulty  ?  Next  I  ask  yoii,  who 
are  in  your  aense  the  desperately  perverse  and  obstinate  ? 
Those  that  \s.  or  5#.  or  5L  or  XQOL  or  no  fine  will  work 
upon  ?  Those  who  can  bear  loss  of  estate,  but  not  loss 
of  liberty  ?  or  loss  of  liberty  and  estate,  but  not  corpo^ 
ral  pains  and  torments  ?  or  all  this  but  not  loss  of  life  ? 
For  to  these  degrees  do  men  differently  stand  out.  And 
since  there  are  men  wrought  on  by  the  approaches  of 
fire  and  faggot,  which  other  degrees  of  severity  could 
not  prevail  with;  where  will  you  bound  your  despe* 
lately  perverse  and  obstinate  ?  The  king  of  Fiancet 
though  you  will  allow  him  not  to  have  truth  of  hb 
side,  yet  when  he  came  to  dri^oning,  found  few  so 
desperately  perverse  and  obstinate,  as  not  to  be  wrouf^t 
on.  And  why  should  truth,  which  in  your  opinion 
wants  force,  and  nothing  but  fimrce,  to  help  it,  not  have 
the  assistance  of  those  degrees  of  ibrce,  when  less  will 
not  do  to  make  it  prevail,  which  are  able  to  bring  men 
over  to  fdse  religions,  which  have  no  light  and  strength 
of  tlidr  own  to  help  tbem  ?  You  will  do  well  therefore 
to  con^der  whether  your  name  of  severities,  in  opposi* 
tion  to  the  moderate  punishments  you  speak  of,  has  or 
can  do  you  any  service ;  whether  the  distinction  between 
compelling  and  coactive  power,  be  of  any  use  or  diffirr- 
ence  at  alL  For  you  deny  the  magistrsite  to  have  power 
to  compel ;  and  you  contend  for  his  use  of  bis  coactive 
power :  which  will  then  be  a  good  distinction,  when  you 
oan  find  a  way  to  use  coactive,  or^  which  is  the  same, 
compelling  power,  without  ctunpulsion.  J  desire  you 
also  to  consider,  if  in  matters  of  rriigion  punishaients 
are  to  be  employed,  because  they  may  be  useful ;  whe- 
ther you  can  stop  at  any  degree  that  is  ioeffiMrtual  to 
the  end  which  you  propose,  let  that  end  be  what  it 
will.  If  it  be  barely  to  gain  a  hearing,  as  in  some 
{daces  you  seem  to  say ;  I  think  for  that  small  punish- 
ments will  generally  prevail,  and  you  do  well  to  put 
that  and  moderate  penalties  together.  If  it  be  to  make 
men  consider,  as  in  other  places  you  speak ;  you  can- 
not  tell  when  you  have  od^tained  that  end.  But  if  your 
mA  be;  which  yoM  aeem  most  to  insist  oi^  to  make 
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men  consider  as  they  ought,  i.  e.  till  they  embrace ; 
there  are  many  on  whom  all  your  moderate  penalties, 
all  under  those  severities  you  condemn^  are  too  weak  to 
prevail.  So  that  you  must  either  confess,  not  consider- 
ing so  as  to  **  embrace  the  true  religion,  i.  e.  not  con- 
^  sidering  as  one  ought/'  is  no  fault  to  be  punished  by 
the  coactive  force  of  the  magistrate;  or  else  you  must 
resume  those  severities  which  you  have  renounced; 
choose  you  whether  of  the  two  you  please. 

Therefore  it  was  not  so  much  at  random  that  1  said, 
'<  That  thither  at  last  persecution  must  come/'  In- 
deed from  what  you  had  said  of  falling  under  the  stroke 
of  the  sword,  which  was  nothing  to  the  purpose;  I 
added,  *'  That  if  by  that  you  meant  any  thing  to  the 
^'  business  in  hand,  you  seem  to  have  a  reserve  for 
^'  greater  punishments,  when  less  are  not  sufficient  to 
^  bring  men  to  be  convinced."  Which  hath  produced 
this  warm  reply  of  yours :  ^*  And  will  you  ever  pretend 
^  to  conscience  or  modesty  after  this  ?  For  I  beseech 
^  you,  sir,  what  words  could  I  have  used  more  ex- 
*<  press  or  effectual  to  signify,  that  in  my  opinion  no 
«  dissenters  from  the  true  religion  ought  to  be  punished 
^*  with  the  sword,  but  such  as  choose  rather  to  rebel 
*'  against  the  magistrate,  than  to  submit  to  lesser  penal- 
*'  ties  ?  (For  how  any  should  refuse  to  submit  to  those 
**  penalties,  but  by  rebelling  against  the  magistrate,  I 
<*  suppose  you  will  not  undertake  to  tell  me.)  It  was 
<'  for  this  very  purpose  that  I  used  those  words  to  pre- 
*<  vent  cavils ;  (as  I  was  then  so  simple  as  to  think  I 
'<  might :)  and  I  dare  appeal  to  any  man  of  common 
sense  and  common  honesty,  whether  they  are  capable 
of  any  other  meaning.  And  yet  the  very  thing  which 
^'  I  so  plainly  disclaim  in  them  you  pretend  (without 
'*  so  much  as  offering  to  show  how)  to  collect  from 
**  them.  Thither,  you  say,  at  last,  viz.  to  the  taking 
**  2LWKy  men*s  lives  for  the  saving  of  their  souls,  per- 
'*  secution  must  come:  as  you  fear,  notwithstanding 
**  my  talk  of  moderate  punishments,  I  myself  intimate 
'^  in  those  words :  and  if  I  mean  any  thing  in  them  to 
*^  the  business  in  hand,  I  seem  to  have  a  reserve  for 
^  greater  punbhments,  when  lesser  are  not  sufficient  to 
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^*  bring  men  to  be  convinced.  Sir,  I  should  expect 
^^  fairer  dealing  from  one  of  your  pagans  or  mahome- 
^  tans.  But  I  shall  only  add»  that  I  would  never  wish 
^*  that  any  man  who  has  undertaken  a  bad  cause  should 
more  plainly  confess  it  than  by  serving  it,  as  here 
(and  not  here  only)  you  serve  yours."  Good  sir,  be 
not  so  angry,  lest  to  observing  men  you  increase  the 
suspicion.  One  tnaj^  without  forfeiture  of  modesty  or 
conscience,  fear  what  men's  principles  threaten,  though 
their  words  disclaim  it.  Nonconformity  to  the  na« 
tional,  when  it  is  the  true  religion,  as  in  England,  is  a 
fault,  a  vice,  say  you,  to  be  corrected  by  the  coactive 
power  of  the  magistrate.  If  so,  and  force  be  the  pro* 
per  remedy,  he  must  increase  it,  till  it  be  strong  enough 
to  work  the  cure ;  and  must  not  neglect  his  duty ;  for 
so  you  make  it,  when  he  has  force  enough  in  his  hand 
to  make  this  remedy  more  powerful.  For  wherever 
force  is  proper  to  work  on  men,  and  bring  them  to  a 
compliance,  its  not  producing  that  effect  can  only  be 
imputed  to  its  being  too  little :  and  if  so,  whither  at 
last  must  it  come,  but  to  the  late  methods  of  procuring 
conformity,  and  as  his  most  christian  majesty  called  it, 
saving  of  souls,  in  France,  or  severities  like  them,  when 
more  moderate  ones  cannot  produce  it  ?  For  to  continue 
inefficacious  penalties,  insufficient  upon  trial  to  master 
the  fault  they  are  applied  to,  is  unjustifiable  cruelty ; 
and  that  which  nobody  can  have  a  right  to  use,  it  serv- 
ing only  to  disease  and  harm  people,  without  amending 
them :  for  you  tell  us,  they  should  be  such  penalties  as 
should  make  them  uneasy. 

He  that  should  vex  and  pain  a  sore  you  had,  with 
frequent  dressing  it  with  some  moderate,  painful,  but 
inefficacious  plaister,  that  promoted  not  the  cure; 
would  justly  be  thought,  not  only  an  ignorant,  but  a 
dishonest  surgeon.  If  you  are  in  the  surgeon's  hands, 
and  his  help  is  requisite,  and  the  cure  that  way  to  be 
wrought ;  corrosives  and  fire  are  the  most  merciful,  as 
well  as  only  justifiable  way  of  cure,  when  the  case  needs 
them.  And  therefore  I  hope  I  may  still  pretend  to  mo- 
desty and  conscience,  though  I  should  have  thought  you 
so  rational  a  man,  as  to  be  led  by  your  own  principles ; 
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and  80  honesty  charitable,  and  zealous  for  the  salvation 
of  men's  souls,  as  not  to  vex  and  disease  them  with  in- 
efficacious remedies  to  no  purpose,  and  let  them  tniss 
of  salvation,  for  want  of  more  vigm*ous  prosecutions. 
For  if  conformity  to  the  church  of  England  be  neces« 
sary  to  salvation  ;  for  else  what  necessity  can  you  pre* 
tend  of  punishing  men  at  all  to  bring  them  to  it  ?  it  is 
cruelty  to  their  souls  (if  you  have  authority  for  any  such 
means)  to  use  some,  and  not  to  use  sufficient  force  to 
bring  them  to  conform.  And  I  dare  say  you  are  satufied 
that  the  French  discipline  of  dragooning  would  have 
made  many  in  England  conformists,  whom  your  lower 
penalties  will  not  prevail  on  to  be  so. 

But  to  inform  you  that  my  apprehensions  were  not  so 
wholly  out  of  the  way,  I  beseech  you  to  read  here  what 
you  have  writ  in  these  words ;  "  For  how  confidently 
*^  soever  you  tell  me  here,  that  it  is.  more  than  I  can 
*^  say  for  my  political  punishments,  that  they  were  ever 
useful  for  the  promoting  true  religion ;  I  appeal  to 
all  observing  persons,  whether  wherever  true  religion 
*^  or  sound  Christianity  has  been  nationally  received  and 
^^  established  by  moderate  penal  laws,  it  has  not  always 
^^  lost  ground  by  the  relaxation  of  those  laws :  whether 
<<  sects  and  heresies,  (even  the  wildest  and  most  absurd) 
^<  and  even  epicurism  and  atheism,  have  not  continually 
<*  thereupon  spread  themselves ;  and  whether  the  very 
*'  spirit  and  life  of  Christianity  has  not  sensibly  decayed, 
<<  as  well  as  the  number  of  sound  professors  of  it  been 
*'  daily  lessened  upon  it:  not  to  speak  of  what  at  this  time 
*^  our  eyes  cannot  but  see,  for  fear  of  giving  oflfence ; 
*'  though  I  hope  it  will  be  none  to  any,  that  have  a  just 
**  concern  for  truth  and  piety,  to  take  notice  of  the 
**  books  and  pamphlets  which  now  fly  so  thick  about 
**  this  kingdom,  manifestly  tending  to  the  multiplying 
**  of  sects  and  divisions,  and  even  to  the  promoting  of 
^'  scepticism  in  religion  among  us/'  Here  you  bemoan 
the  decaying  state  oif  religion  amongst  us  at  present,  by 
reason  of  taking  off  the  penalties  ftx>m  protestant  dis* 
senters :  and  I  beseech  you  what  penalties  were  they  ? 
Such  whereby  many  have  been  mined  in  their  fortunes ; 
such  whereby  many  have  lost  their  liberties^  and  some 
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their  Iires  in  prisons;  such  as  have  sent  some  into  bA«- 
nishment,  stripped  of  all  they  had.  These  were  the 
penal  laws  by  which  the  national  religion  was  esta- 
Mished  in  England ;  and  these  you  caU  moderate  i  fVsr 
you  say,  "  Wherever  true  religion  or  sound  Christianity 
*'  has,  been  nationally  received  and  established  by  mo- 
**  derate  penal  laws;"  and  I  hope  you  do  not  here  ex- 
clude England  from  having  its  religion  so  established 
by  law,  which  we  so  often  hear  of;  or  if  to  serve  the 
present  occasion  you  should,  would  you  also  deny^  that 
in  the  following  words  you  speak  of  the  present  relaxa- 
tion in  England  ?  where  after  your  appeal  to  all  ob^rv- 
ing  people  for  the  dismal  consequences,  which  you  sup» 
pose  to  have  every-where  followed  from  such  relaxations, 
you  Add  these  pathetical  words,  **  Not  to  speak  of  what 
at  this  time  our  eyes  cannot  but  see^  for  fear  of  giv- 
ing offence :"  so  heavy  does  the  present  relaxation  sit 
on  your  mind ;  which  since  it  is  of  penal  laws  you  call 
moderate,  I  shall  show  you  what  they  are. 

In  the  first  year  of  queen  Elizabeth,  there  was  a  pe- 
nalty of  1^.  a  Sunday  and  holy-day  laid  upon  every  one 
who  came  not  to  tl^e  common  prayer  then  established. 
This  penalty  of  1^.  a  time  not  prevailing,  as  was  de^ 
sired,  in  the  twenty-third  year  of  her  reign  was  in- 
creased to  20/.  a  mdnth,  and  imprisonment  for  nonpay- 
ment within  three  months  after  judgment  given.  In 
the  twenty-ninth  year  of  Elizabeth,  to  draw  this  yet 
closer,  and  make  it  more  forcible,  it  was  enacted,  That 
whoever  upon  one  conviction  did  not  continue  to  pay 
on  the  20/.  per  month,  without  any  other  conviction 
or  proceedings  against  him  till  he  submitted  and  con- 
formed, should  forfeit  all  his  goods,  and  two-thirds  of 
his  land  for  his  life.  But  this  being  not  yet  thought 
sufficient,  it  was  in  the  thirty-fifth  year  of  that  queen 
completed,  and  the  moderate  penal  laws,  upon  which 
our  national  religion  was  established,  and  whose  relaxa- 
tion you  cannot  bear,  but  from  thence  date  the  decay 
of  the  very  spirit  and  life  of  Christianity,  were  brought 
to  perfection.  For  then  going  to.  conventicles,  or  a 
month's  absence  from  church,  was  to  be  punished  with 
imprisonment,  till  the  offender  conformed ;  and  if  he 
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conformed  not  within  three  months,  then  he  was  to  ab* 
Jure  the  realm,  and  forfeit  all  his  goods  and  chattels  for 
ever,  and  his  lands  and  tenements  during  his  life :  and 
if  he  would  not  abjure,  or,  al^'uring,  did  not  depart  the 
realm  within  a  time  prefixed,  or  returned  again,  he  was 
to  suffer  death  as  a  felon.  And  thus  your  moderate 
penal  laws  stood  for  the  established  religion,  till  their 
penalties  were,  in  respect  of  protestant  dissenters,  lately 
taken  off.  And  now  let  the  reader  judge  whether  your 
pretence  to  moderate  punishments,  or  my  suspicion  of 
what  a  man  of  your  principles  might  have  in  store  for 
dissenters,  have  more  of  modesty  or  conscience  in  it ; 
since  you  openly  declare  your  regret  for  the  taking  away 
such  an  establishment,  as  by  the'gradual  increase  of  pe- 
nalties reached  men's  estates,  liberties,  and  lives ;  and 
which  you  must  be  presumed  to  allow  and  approve  of, 
till  you  tell  us  plainly,  where,  according  to  your  mea- 
sures, those  penalties  should,  or,  according  to  your 
principles,  they  could,  have  stopped 

You  tell  us,  That  where  this  only  true  religion,  viz. 
of  the  church  of  England,  is  received,  other  religions 
ought  ^^  to  be  discouraged  in  some  measure.''  A  pretty 
expression  for  undoing,  imprisonment,  banishment ;  for 
those  have  been  some  of  the  discouragements  given  to 
dissenters  here  in  England.  You  will  again,  no  doubt, 
cry  aloud,  that  you  tell  me  you  condemn  these  as  much 
as  I  do.  If  you  heartily  condemn  them,  I  wonder  you 
should  say  so  little  to  discourage  them ;  I  wonder  you 
are  so  silent  in  representing  to  the  magistrate  the  un- 
lawfulness and  danger  of  using  them,  in  a  discourse 
where  you  are  treating  of  the  magistrate's  power  and 
duty  in  matters  of  religion ;  especially  this  being  the 
side  on  which,  as  far  as  we  may  guess  by  experience, 
their  prudence  is  aptest  to  err :  but  your  modesty,  you 
know,  leaves  all  to  the  magistrates  prudence  and  expe- 
rience on  that  side,  though  you  over  and  over  again 
encourage  them  not  to  neglect  their  duty  in  the  use  of 
force,  to  which  you  set  no  bounds. 

You  tell  us,  **  Certainly  no  man  doubts  but  the  pru- 
**  dence  and  experience  of  governors  and  law-givers 
*'  enable?  them  to  use  and  apply  it,'*  viz,  your  ryle  for 
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the  iii«a8(ii^  of  ppnishmentSf  wbiph  I  H»¥^  $bQiire4  to  b^ 

90  rnl«  i9(  aU :  ^^  Ai|4  to  jpdgc  mor^  pxwtly  whdt 
^  peppUies  4p  agrpe  with  it  >  »nd  therefor?  you  must; 
^^  be  excused  if  you  do  ppt  tal(e  upoa  you  to  tewH 
^  them  what  it  bacoines  you  rather  to  leero  from  them*** 
If  your  modesty  he  such,  wd  you  then  did  whftt  became 
you,  you  could  oot  but  leam  from  your  governors  wd 
law-giv^rsi  wd  so  be  satisfied  tiU  withiQ  this  year  or 
two,  that  those  penalties  which  they  measured  out  for 
the  estabUshm#nt  of  the  true  religion,  though  they 
reached  to  men's  estates,  libertiesi  and  lives,  were  such 
es  were  tXf  But  what  you  have  learned  of  your  law^ 
makers  and  governors  since  the  relaxation,  or  wh^ 
opinion  you  have  of  their  experi^npe  and  prudence 
noiVi  is  not  so  easy  to  say. 

Perhaps  you  will  say  agaiq,  that  you  have  in  e^preps 
words  declared  agf^inst  '^  fi^  and  sword,  loss  of  estate, 
'^  maiming  with  corporal  punishments,  starving  aud 
^^  tormenting  iu  noisome  prisons;"  and  one  pannpt 
eitheir  in  modesty  p^  conscience  disbelieve  you :  yet  ip 
the  same  letter  you  with  sorrow  and  regret  ppeak  of  the 
relai^atiou  of  such  penalties  laid  op  nopconformityi  by 
which  men  have  lost  their  estates,  liberties,  and  lives 
too,  in  potsome  prisons,  and  in  this  tpo  must  we  not 
believe  you  ?  I  dare  say,  there  are  very  few  whp  re^ 
thet  passage  of  yours,  so  feelingly  it  is  peuned»  who 
want  modesty  or  conscience  to  believe  you  therein  to  bf 
in  earnest  >  and  the  rather,  bepause  what  drops  iVom  men 
by  chaqpe,  when  they  are  not  upon  their  guard,  is  alwaya 
thought  the  best  interpretation  of  their  thoughts, 

Ypu  name  "  bss  of  estate,  of  liberty)  and  torment- 

''  ing,  which  is  corporjal  punishment,  as  if  you  were 
*^  against  them :  *"  certainly  you  know  what  ypu  megpt 
by  these  words,  when  you  said,  yon  condemned  them ; 
was  it  any  degree  of  loss  of  liberty  or  estate,  any  degree 
of  corporal  pupishment  that  you  condemned,  or  only 
the  utmost,  or  some  degree  betweep  these  ?  unless  you 
had  then  some  meaning,  and  unless  you  please  to  tell 
us,  what  that  meaning  was ;  where  it  is,  that  \n  ypur 
opinion  the  magistrate  ought  to  stop ;  whp  can  believe 
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you  are  in  earnest  ?  This  I  think  jou  may  and  ought  t6 
do  for  our  information  in  your  system,  without  any 
apprehension  that  governors  and  law-giv6rs  will  deeni 
themselves  much  taught  by  you,  which  your  modesty 
makes  you  so  cautious  of.    Whilst  you  refuse  to  do  this, 
and  keep  yourself  under  the  mask  of  moderate,  con- 
venient, and  suflScient  force  and  penalties,  and  other 
such-like  uncertain  and  undetermined  punishments,  I 
think  a  conscientious  and  sober  dissenter  might  expect 
fairer  dealing  from  one  of  my  pagans  or  mahometans, 
as  you  please  to  call  them,  than  from  one,  who  so  pro^ 
fesses  moderation,  that  what  degrees  of  force,  what 
kind  of  punishments  wUl  satisfy  him,  he  either  knows 
not,  or  will  not  declare.     For  your  moderate  and  con- 
venient may,  when  you  come  to  interpret  them,  signify 
what  punishments  you  please :  for  the  cure  being  to  be 
wrought  by  force,  that  will  be  convenient,  which  the 
stubbornness  of  the  evil  requires ;  and  that  moderate, 
which  is  but  enough  to  work  the  cure.     And  therefore 
I  shall  return  your  own  compliment.     ^*  That  I  would 
never  wish  that  any  man  who  has  undertaken  a  bad 
cause,  should  more  plainly  confess  it  than  by  serving 
it,  as  here  (and  not  here  only)  you  serve  yours/'     1 
should  beg  your  pardon  for  this  sort  of  language,  were 
it  not  your  own.     And  what  right  you  have  to  it,  the 
skill  you  show  in  the  management  of  general  and  doubt- 
ful words  and  expressions,  of  uncertain  and  undeter- 
mined signification,  will,  I  doubt  not,  abundantly  con« 
vince  the  reader.     An  instance  we  have  in  the  argu<> 
ment  before  us ;  for  I  appeal  to  any  sober  man,  who 
shall  carefully  read  what  you  write,  where  you  pretend 
to   tell   the  world  plainly  and  directly  what  punish- 
ments are  to  be  used  by  your  scheme,  whether,  after 
having  weighed  all  you  say  concerning  that  matter,  he 
can  tell,  what  a  nonconformist  is  to  expect  from  you, 
or  find  any  thing  but  such  acuteness  and  strength  as  lie 
in  the  uncertainty  and  reserve  of  your  way  of  talking; 
which  whether  it  be  any  way  suited  to  your  modesty 
and  conscience,  where  you  have  undertaken  to  tell  us 
what  the  punishments  are,  whereby  you  would  have 
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men  brought  to  embrace  the  true  religion^  I  leave  yoii 
to  consider. 

If  having  said,  *'  Whether  true  religion  or  sound 
Christianity  has  been  nationally  i*eceived  and  estab- 
lished by  moderate  penal  laws ;  *'  you  shall  for  your 
defence  of  the  establishment  of  the  religion  in  England 
by  law,  say,  which  is  alLis  left  you  to  say,  that  though 
such  severe  laws  were  made,  yet  it  was  only  by  the  exe« 
cution  of  moderate  penal  laws,  that  it  was  established 
and  supported :  but  that  those  severe  laws  that  touched 
men*s  estates,  liberties,  and  lives^  were  never  put  in 
execution.  Why  then  do  you  so  seriously  bemoan  the 
loss  of  them  ?  But  I  advise  you  not  to  make  use  of  that 
plea,  for  there  are  examples  in  the  memory  of  hundreds 
now  living,  of  every  one  of  those  laws  of  queen  Elizabeth 
being  put  in  execution ;  and  pray  remember,  if  by  de- 
nying it  you  require  this  truth  to  be  made  good,  it  is 
you  that  force  the  publishing  of  a  catalogue  of  men  that 
have  lost  their  estates,  liberties,  and  lives  in  prison, 
which  it  would  be  more  for  the  advantage  of  the  reli- 
gion established  by  law,  should  be  forgotten. 

But  to  conclude  this  great  accusation  of  yours :  if 
you  were  not  conscious  to  yourself  of  some  tendency 
that  way,  why  such  an  outcry?  Why  were  modesty  and 
conscience  called  in  question?  Why  was  it  less  fair 
dealing  than  you  could  have  expected  from  a  pagan  or 
mahometan,  for  me  to  say,  if  in  those  words  ^*  you 
^  meant  any  thing  to  the  business  in  hand,  you  seemed 
**  to  have  a  reserve  for  greater  punishments?"  Your 
business  there  being  to  prove,-  that  there  was  a  power 
vested  in  the  magistrate  to  use  force  in  matters  of  reli- 
gion, what  could  be  more  I)eside  the  business  in  hand, 
than  to  tell  us,  as  you  interpret  your  meaning  here^ 
that  the  magistrate  had  a  power  to  use  force  against 
those  who  rebelled ;  for  whoever  denied  that,  whether 
dissenters  or  not  dissenters  ?  Where  was  it  questioned  by 
the  author  or  me,  that  **  whoever  rebelled,  were  to  fall 
**  under  the  stroke  of  the  magistrate's  sword  ?  "  And 
therefore,  without  breach  of  modesty  or  conscience,  I 
might  say,  what  I  again  here  repeat,  "  That  if  in 
*^  those  words  you  meant  any  thing  to  the  business 
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w  in  l}Md|  ypii  amo^  tp  h»ve  » insservi;  fer  greater 
*'  punishments/* 

Ope  thing  P^pi^  ^vp  ine  le^ve  to  «dd  in  d^fenoe  of 
11)7  ipcHiesty  ap^  copsci^nce,  or  rather  to  jpstify  ipy^df 
from  having  guessed  sq  wholly  be9i4e  (he  ipatter»  if  I 
should  have  said,  which  I  did  pot,  ^^  that  J  feared  you 
^^  had  a  Preserve  for  greater  punishment?***  For  I  havipg 
brpught  the  instances  of  Ananias  and  Sapphira,  to  show 
that  the  apostles  wapted  not  power  to  punish ,  if  they 
found  it  necessary  to  use  it ;  ypu  infer,  that  therefore 
^*  puniship^pt  piay  be  sometimes  necessary,'*  What  pu- 
pishment^  I  beseech  you,  for  (heirs  cost  them  their 
lives  ?  He  that,  as  yop  do,  concludes  from  thencei  that 
th^r^ore  **  punishments  may  be  sometimes  necessary,** 
will  hardly  avoids  whatever  he  says,  to  conclude  capital 
punishments  necessary ;  and  when  they  are  necessary, 
it  is  you  know  the  magistrate's  duty  to  use  them-  You 
fl^  how  natural  it  is  for  men  to  gp  whither  their  prin- 
ciple? l^ad  them,  though  at  first  sight  perhaps  they 
thought  it  too  far. 

If  to  avoid  this,  you  pow  say  you  meant  it  of  the 
pupishipept  of  the  incestuous  Corinthian,  whom  I  also 
fpentioned  in  the  sanie  place ;  I  think,  supposing  your 
9^1f  to  lie  under  the  imputation  of  a  reserve  of  greater 
punishpients,  you  pught  in  prudence  tP  have  said  so 
there.  Next  you  know  pot  what  punishment  it  was  the 
inoestuous  Corinthian  underwent;  but  it  being  **  for 
*'  the  destruction  of  the  Iflesh^'*  it  seems  to  be  no  very 
light  one :  and  if  you  will  take  your  friend  St.  Austin's 
word  for  it,  as  he  in  the  very  epistle  you  quote  tells  us, 
it  was  a  very  sevei^e  one,  P)aking  as  much  difference  be- 
tween it»  and  thp  severities  men  usually  suffer  in  prison, 
as  there  is  bptween  the  cruelty  of  the  devil  and  that  of 
the  piost  barbarous  jailor :  so  that  if  your  moderate  pu<- 
pishments  will  reach  to  that  laid  op  the  incestuous  Co- 
vinthian  for  the  destruction  of  the  flesh,  we  may  pre^ 
mime  them  to  be  what  other  people  call  severities. 
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CHAPTER  V, 


How  long  your  pnriiskfhenti  are  to  continue. 


ttt^  imeti^ure  of  punishments^  hdug  td  be  esiithftted 
us  Well  by  the  length  of  their  dursttiaa,  ais  the  intense* 
riess  of  their  degrees,  it  is  fit  we  fUke  a  view  ahfo  of 
your  scheme  iii  this  part : 

**  I  told  you,  that  moderate  punishments  that  are 
**  continued,  that  men  find  no  end  of^  know  no  Why 
^  out  of,  sit  heavy,  and  become  immoderately  unelisy. 
**  Dissenters  you  would  have  punished  to  make  them 
"  considei'.  Youi*  penalties  have  had  the  effect  on  theul 
**  you  intended  i  they  have  made  them  consider  t  Atid 
**  they  have  done  th^ir  utmost  in  considering.  VfhM 
**  now  must  be  done  with  them  ?  They  tnust  be  pu** 
*•  nished  on,  for  they  are  still  dissenters.  If  it  Were 
**  just,  and  you  had  reason  at  first  to  punish  a  dissenter, 
'*  to  make  him  consider,  when  you  did  not  know  btit 
^  that  he  had  considered  already ;  it  is  as  just,  and  you 
'*  h^ve  as  much  reason  to  punish  him  on,  even  when  he 
*^  has  performed  what  y6ur  punishment  was  designed 
fot',  and  has  considered,  but  yet  i-emains  il  dissentet. 
For  I  may  justly  suppose,  and  you  must  grant,  that  a 
tnan  may  remain  a  dissenter  after  all  the  considera* 
tion  your  moderate  penalties  can  bring  him  td :  when 
**  we  see  great  punishments,  even  those  severities  yoU 
''  disown  as  too  great,  ai*e  not  able  to  make  men  cdn<<> 
**  sider  sd  far  as  to  be  convinced,  and  brought  over  to 
'^  the  national  church.  If  your  punishments  may  ndt 
^*  be  inflicted  on  men,  to  make  them  consider,  who 
**  have  or  may  have  considered  already,  for  ought  you 
"  know ;  then  dissenters  lire  never  td  be  once  punished, 
"  do  more  than  arty  other  Sort  of  men.  If  dissenters 
"  are  to  be  punished,  to  make  them  consider,  whether 
*♦  they  hav?  pop^idered  or  too ;  then  theif  ptinishmetitSi 
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"  though  they  do  consider,  must  never  cease  as  long  as 
**  they  are  dissenters ;  which  whether  it  be  to  punish 
**  them  only  to  bring  them  to  consider,  let  all  men 
**  judge.  This  I  am  sure;  punishments  in  your  me- 
**  thod  must  either  never  begin  upon  dissenters,  or 
"  never  cease.  And  so  pretend  moderation  if  you 
**  please,  the  punishments  which  your  method  requires, 
"  must  be  either  very  immoderate,  or  none  at  all/* 
But  to  this  you  say  nothing,  only  for  the  adjusting  of 
the  length  of  your  punishments,  and  therein  vindicating 
the  consistency  and  practicableness  of  your  scheme,  you 
tell  us,  *^  that  as  long  as  men  reject  the  true  religion 
duly  proposed  to  them,  so  long  they  offend  and  de<* 
serve  punishment,  and  therefore  it  is  but  just  that  so 
long  they  should  be  left  liable  to  it.**  You  promised 
to  answer  to  this  question,  amongst  others,  ^*  plainly 
"  and  directly."  The  question  is,  how  long  they  are 
to  be  punished  ?  And  your  answer  is,  *'  It  is  but  just 
*^  that  so  long  they  should  be  liable  to  punishment.** 
This  extraordinary  caution  in  speaking  out,  if  it  were 
not  very  natural  to  you,  would  he  apt  to  make  one 
suspect  it  was  accommodated  more  to  some  difficulties 
of  your  scheme,  than  to  your  promise  of  answering 
plainly  and  directly ;  or  possibly  you  thought  it  would 
not  agree  to  that  character  of  moderation  you  assume, 
to  own,  that  all  the  penal  laws  which  were  lately  here 
in  force,  and  whose  relaxation  you  bemoan,  should  be 
constantly  put  in  execution.  But  your  moderation  in 
this  point  comes  too  late.  For  as  your  charity,  as  you 
tell  us  in  the  next  paragraph,  **  requires  that  they  be 
*'  kept  subject  to  penalties ;  **  so  the  watchful  charity 
of  others  in  this  age  hath  found  out  ways  to  encourage 
informers,  and  put  it  out  of  the  magistrate's  moderation 
to  stop  the  execution  of  the  law  against  dissenters,  if 
he  should  be  inclined  to  it. 

We  will  therefore  take  it  for  granted,  that  if  penal 
laws  be  made  concerning  religion,  (for  more  zeal 
usually  animates  them  than  others,)  they  will  be  put  in 
execution :  and  indeed  I  have  heard  it  argued  to  be  very 
absurd  to  make  or  continue  laws,  that  are  not  con- 
stfintly  put  in  ex^utioq.    And  now  to  show  you  hpw 
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well  your  answer  consists  with  other  parts  of  your 
scheme,  I  shall  need  only  to  mind  you^  that  if  men 
must  be  punished  as  long  as  they  reject  the  true  religion ; 
those  who  punish  them  must  be  judges  what  is  the  true 
religion.  But  this  objection,  with  some  others,  to  which 
this  part  of  your  answer  is  obnoxious,  having  been 
made  to  you  more  at  large  elsewhere,  I  shall  here 
omit,  and  proceed  to  other  parts  of  your  answer. 

You  begin  with  your  reason  for  the  answer  you  after- 
wards give  us  in  the  words  I  last  quoted :  your  reason 
runs  thus :  *'  For  certainly  nothing  is  more  reasonable 
^  than  that  men  should  he  subject  to  punishment  as  long 
^  as  they  continue  to  offend.  And  as  long  as  men  i^- 
^^  ject  the  true  religion  tendered  them  with  sufficient 
''  evidence  of  the  truth  of  it,  so  long  it  is  certain  they 
^  offend."  It  is  certainly  very  reasonable,  that  men 
should  be  subject  to  punishment  from  those  they  offend 
as  long  as  they  continue  to  offend :  but  it  will  not  from 
hence  follow,  that  those  who  offend  God,  are  always 
subject  to  punishment  from  men.  For  if  they  be,  why 
does  not  the  magistrate  punish  envy,  hatred,  and  malice, 
and  all  uncharitableness  ?  If  you  answer,  because  they 
are  npt  capable  of  judicial  proofs :  I  think  I  may  say  it 
is  as  easy  to  prove  a  man  guilty  of  envy,  hatred,  or  un- 
charitableness, as  it  is  to  prove  him  guilty  of  ^  rejecting 
the  true  religion  tendered  him  with  sufficient  evidence 
of  the  truth  of  it."  But  if  it  be  his  duty  to  punish  all 
offences  against  GoA ;  why  does  the  magistrate  never 
punish  lying,  which  is  an  offence  against  God,  and  is 
an  offence  capable  of  being  judicially  proved  ?  It  is 
plain  therefore  that  it  is  not  the  sense  of  all  mankind, 
that  it  is  the  magistrate's  duty  to  punish  all  offences 
against  God ;  and  where  it  is  not  his  duty  to  use  force, 
you  will  grant  the  magistrate  is  not  to  use  it  in  matters 
of  religion ;  because  where  it  is  necessary,  it  is  his  duty 
to  use  it :  but  where  it  is  not  necessary,  you  youi*self 
say,  it  is  not  lawful.  It  would  be  convenient  therefore 
for  you  to  reform  your  proposition  from  that  loose 
generality  it  now  is  in,  and  then  prove  it,  before  it 
can  be  allowed  you  to  be  to  your  purpose ;  though  it  be 
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ever  sd  tntei  that  '*  you  know  not  a  greater  crime  a 
**  mail  oan  be  guilty  of,  than  rejecting  the  tme  re« 
*f  Hgion." 

You  go  on  with  your  proof,  that  so  long  aa  men 
n&ject  tile  true  religion,  &;c.  so  long  they  offend,  and 
consequently  may  justly  be  punished :  *^  Because^  say 
**  joUf  it  is  impossible  for  any  man  innocently  td  reject 
*^  the  true  religion  so  tendered  to  him.     For  whoever 
^  rejects  that  religion  so  tendered^  does  either  appre- 
**  hend  and  perceive  the  truth  of  it,  or  he  does  not.    If 
**  he  does^  I  know  not  what  greater  crime  any  man  can 
**  be  guilty  of.     If  he  does  not  perceive  the  truth  of  it, 
**  there  is  no  account  to  be  given  of  that^  but  either 
^  that  he  shuts  his  eyes  against  the  evidence  which  is 
^  Offered  him,  and  will  not  at  all  consider  it ;  or  that 
**  he  does  not  consider  it  as  he  ought,  viz.  with  such 
^  care  as  is  requisite,  and  with  a  sincere  desire  to  learti 
the  truth ;  either  of  which  does  manifestly  invcdve 
him  in  guilt.     To  say  here  that  a  man  who  has  the 
true  religion  proposed  to  him  with  sufficient  evidence 
^*  of  its  truth,  may  consider  it  as  he  ought/*  or  do  his 
utmost  in  considering,  *'  and  yet  not  perceive  the  truth 
H  of  it;  is  neither  more  nor  less,  than  to  say,  that 
**  sufficient  evidence   is  not  sufficient  evidence.     For 
**  what  does  any  man  mean  by  sufficient  evidence^  but 
'^  such  as  will  certainly  win  assent  wherever  it  is  duly 
**  considered?*' 

I  shall  not  trouble  myself  here  to  examine  when 
requisite  care,  duly  considered,  and  such  other  Words^ 
which  *  bring  one  back  to  the  same  place  from  whence 
one  set  out,  are  cast  up,  whether  all  this  fine  reasoning 
will  amount  to  any  thing,  but  begging  what  is  in  the 
question:  tnit  shall  only  tell  you,  that  what  you  say 
her^  and  in  other  places  alK)Ut  sufficient  evidence^  is 
built  upon  this^  that  the  evidence  wherewith  a  man 
proposes  the  true  religion,  he  may  know  to  be  such,  as 
will  not  fail  to  gain  the  assent  of  whosoever  does  what 
lies  in  him  in  considering  it.  This  is  the  supposition, 
without  which  all  your  talk  of  sufficient  evidence  will 
do  you  no  service,  try  it  wher6  you  will.    Sut  it  is  a 
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that  is  far  enough  firdm  carrjdng  UrilHh  it 
eTidence   to   make  it  be  admitted  withdut 
pfDof* 

Whatever  gains  any  man's  assent^one  may  be  sore  bad 
sufficient  evidence  in  respect  of  that  man :  but  thai  is 
far  enough  from  proving  it  evidence  sufficient  to  prevail 
on  anothet»  let  him  consider  it  as  long  and  as  much  as 
he  can.  The  tempers  of  men's  minds  \  the  principles 
settled  there  by  time  and  education^  beyond  the  poWer 
of  the  man  himself  to  alter  them ;  the  different  capaci** 
ties  of  meti's  understandings,  and  the  strange  ideas  they 
are  often  filled  with ;  are  so  various  and  unoeiiaid,  that 
it  18  impossible  to  find  that  evidence,  especially  in  things 
of  a  mixed  disquisition,  depending  on  so  long  a  train  of 
consequences,  as  some  points  of  the  true  religion  may^ 
Ivhlch  one  can  confidently  say  will  be  sufficient  for  all 
men.  It  is  demonstration  that  SI  876  is  the  product  of 
9467172  divided  by  S975  and  yet  I  challenge  you  to  find 
one  man  of  a  thousand,  to  whom  you  can  tender  this 
proposition  with  demonstrative  or  sufficient  evidence  to 
convince  him  of  the  truth  of  it  in  a  dark  room ;  €tr 
ever  to  make  this  evidence  appear  to  a  man,  that  can** 
not  write  and  read^  so  as  to  make  him  embrace  it  as  a 
truths  if  another,  whom  he  hath  more  confidence  in^ 
tells  him  it  is  not  so.  All  the  demonitraiive  evidence 
the  thing  has,  all  the  tender  you  can  make  of  it,  all  the 
consideration  he  can  employ  about  it,  Will  nev^r  be  able 
to  discover  to  him  that  evidence  which  shall  convince 
him  it  is  true>  unless  you  will  at  threescore  and  ien^  for 
that  may  be  the  case,  have  him  neglect  his  calling,  go 
to  school,  and  learn  to  write  and  read,  and  cast  alxHiunts, 
which  he  may  never  be  able  to  attaiti  toi 

You  speak  more  than  once  of  men's  being  brought  to 
lay  aside  their  prejudices  to  make  them  consider  as  they 
ought,  and  judge  right  of  matters  in  religion ;  and  I 
grant  without  doing  so  they  cannot :  but  it  is  impossible 
for  force  to  make  them  do  it^  unless  it  cduld  show  them 
which  are  prejudices  in  their  minds^  and  distinguish 
them  from  the  truths  there^  Who  is  there  almost  that 
has  not  prejudices,  that  he  does  not  know  to  be  so ;  and 
what  can  fotce  do  in  that  case  ?  It  can  6o  more  mnov6 
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them,  to  make  wa^  for  truth,  than  it  can  remove  one 
truth  to  make  way  for  another :  or  rather  remove  an 
established  truths  or  that  which  is  looked  on  as  an 
unquestionable  principle,  (for  so  are  often  men'^  pre- 
judices,) to  make  way  for  a  truth  not  yet  known,  nor 
appearing  to  be  one.  It  is  not  every  one  knows,  or 
can  bring  himself  to  Des  Cartes's  way  of  doubting,  and 
strip  his  thoughts  of  all  opinions,  till  he  brings  them  to 
self-evident  principles,  and  then  upon  them  builds  all 
hb  future  tenets. 

Do  not  think  all  the  world,  who  are  not  of  your 
church,  abandon  themselves  to  an  utter  carelessness  of 
their  future  state.  You  cannot  but  allow  there  are 
many  Turks  who  sincerely  seek  truth,  to  whom  yet  you 
could  never  bring  evidence  sufficient  to  convince  them 
of  the  truth  of  the  christian  religion,  whilst  they  looked 
on  it  as  a  principle  not  to  be  questioned,  that  the  Koran 
was  of  divine  revelation.  This  possibly  you  will  tell 
me  is  a  prejudice,  and  so  it  is ;  but  yet  if  this  man 
shall  tell  you  it  is  no  more  a  prejudice  in  him,  than 
it  is  a  prejudice  in  any  one  amongst  christians,  who 
having  not  examined  it,  lays  it  down  as  an  unquestion- 
able  principle  of  his  religion,  that  the  scripture  is  the 
word  of  God ;  what  will  you  answer  to  him  ?  And  yet 
it  would  shake  a  great  many  christians  in  their  religion 
if  they  should  lay  by  that  prejudice,  and  suspend  their 
judgment  of  it,  until  they  had  made  it  out  to  themselves 
with  evidence  sufficient  to  convince  one  who  is  not  pre-* 
judiced  in  favour  of  it:  and  it  would  require  more 
time,  books,  languages,  learning  and  skill,  than  falls 
to  most  men's  share  to  establish  them  therein  ;  if  you 
will,  not  allow  them,  in  this  so  distinguishing  and  fun- 
damental a  pmnt,  to  rely  on  the  learning,  knowledge, 
and  judgment  of  some  persons  whom  they  have  in 
reverence  or  admiration.  This  though  you  blame  it 
as  an  ill  way,  yet  you  can  allow  in  one  of  your  own 
religion,  even  to  that  degree,  that  he  may  be  ignorant 
of  the  grounds  of  his  religion.  And  why  then  may 
you  not  allow  it  to  a  Turk,  not  as  a  good  way,  or 
as  having  led  him  to  the  truth ;  but  as  a  way  as  fit 
for   himt   as    for  one  of  your  church  to  acquiesce 
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in ;  and  as  fit  to  exempt  him  from  your  force,  as  to 
exempt  any  one  of  your  church  from  it? 

To  prevent  your  commenting  on  this,  in  which  you 
have  shown  so  much  dexterity,  give  me  leave  to  tell  you, 
that  for  all  this  I  do  not  think  all  religions  equally  true 
or  equaUy  certain.  But  this,  I  say,  is  impossible  for 
you,  or  me,  or  any  man,  to  know,  whether  another  has 
done  his  duty  in  examining  the  evidence  on  both  sides, 
when  he  embraces  that  side  of  the  question,  which  we^ 
perhaps  upon  other  views^  judge  false :  and  therefore 
we  can  have  no  right  to  punish  or  persecute  him  for  it. 
In  this,  whether  and  how  far  any  one  is  faully,  must 
be  left  to  the  Searcher  of  hearts,  the  gi'eat  and  righ- 
teous Judge  of  all  men^  who  knows  idl  their  circum- 
stances, all  the  powers  and  workings  of  their  minds ; 
where  it  is  they  sincerely  follow,  and  by  what  default 
they  at  any  time  miss  truth :  and  he,  we  are  sure,  will 
judge  uprightly. 

But  when  one  man  shall  think  himself  a  competent 
judge,  that  the  true*  religion  is  proposed  with  evidence 
sufficient  for  another ;  and  thence  shall  take  upon  him 
to  punish  him  as  an  offender,  because  he  embraces  not, 
upon  evidence  that  he  the  proposer  judges  sufficient, 
the  reUgion  that  he  judges  true ;  he  had  need  be  able 
to  look  into  the  thoughts  of  men,  and  know  their  se- 
veral abilities ;  unless  he  will  make  his  own  understand- 
ing and  faculties  to  be  the  measure  of  those  of  all  man- 
kind ;  which  if  they  be  no  higher  elevated,  no  larger 
in  their  comprehension,  no  nvore  discerning,  than  those 
of  some  men,  he  will  not  only  be  unfit  to  be  a  judge  in 
that,  but  in  almost  any  case  whatsoever. 

But  since,  1.  You  make  it  a  condition  to  the  making 
a  man  an  offender  in  not  being  of  the  true  religion,  that 
it  has  been  tendered  him  with  sufficient  evidence.  2. 
Since  you  think  it  so  easy  for  men  to  determine  when 
the  true  religion  has  Ijeen  tendered  to  any  one  with  suf- 
ficient evidence.  And  3.  Since  you  pronounce  "  it 
"  impiety  to  say  that  God  hath  not  furnished  mankind 
**  with  competent  means  for  the  promoting  his  owi^ 
**  honour  in  the  world,  and  the  good  of  souls."  Give 
me  l^ave  to  ask  you  9,  question  or  two,   1 «  Can  any  one 
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be  saved  without  embracing  the  otie  only  true  religion  ? 

2.  Were  any  of  the  Americans  of  that  one  only  true 
itiligion,  wheli  the  Europeans  first  came  amongst  them  ? 

3.  Whether  any  of  the  AmericaUs^  before  the  cbfi»- 
tians  came  amongst  them,  had  offended  in  rejecting  the 
true  religion  tendered  with  sufficient  evidence  ?  When 
you  have  thought  upon,  and  fairly  answered  these  ques- 
tions^ you  will  be  fitter  to  determine,  how  competent 
a  judge  man  is>  what  is  sufficient  evidence ;  who  do 
offi^nd  in  not  being  of  the  true  religion ;  and  what  pu« 
nishmeiits  they  are  liable  to  for  it 

But  methinks  here,  where  you  spend  almost  a  whole 
page  upon  the  crime  of  rejecting  the  true  religion  duly 
tendered,  and  the  punishment  that  is  justly  due  to  it 
fhom  the  magistrate,  you  forget  yourself,  and  the  founds 
ation  of  your  plea  for  force ;  which  is,  that  it  is  neces- 
sary :  tt'hen  you  are  so  far  ttotn  proving  it  to  be  so  in 
this  case  of  punishing  the  ofience  of  rejecting  the  true 
religion,  that  in  this  very  page  you  distinguished  it  from 
what  is  necessary,  where  you  tell  Us,  "  your  design  doe!^ 
**  rather  oblige  you  to  consider  how  long  hien  ttiay 
*'  need  punishment,  than  how  long  it  may  be  just  to 
*^  punish  them.'*  So  that  though  they  offend,  yet  if 
they  do  not  need  punishment,  the  magistnate  cannM 
use  it,  if  you  ground^  as  you  say  you  do,  the  lawfulness 
of  force  for  promoting  the  true  religion  upon  the  neces« 
sity  of  it.  Nor  can  you  say,  that  by  his  commission 
from  the  law  of  nature,  of  doing  good,  the  magistrate, 
besides  reducing  his  Wandering  subjects  out  of  the 
Wrong  into  the  right  way,  is  appointed  also  to  be  the 
avenger  of  God*s  wrath  on  unbelievers,  or  those  that 
^rr  in  matters  of  religion.  This  at  least  you  thought 
nbt  fit  to  own  in  the  first  draught  of  your  scheme ;  for 
I  do  not  remember,  in  all  your  **  Argument  consider- 
**  ed,"  one  word  of  crime  or  punishments  nay,  in 
writing  this  second  treatise,  you  Were  so  shy  of  owning 
any  thing  of  punishment,  that  to  my  remembrance^ 
you  scrupulously  avoided  the  use  of  that  word,  till  you 
came  to  this  place ;  and  always  where  the  repeating  my 
Words  did  not  oblige  you  to  it,  carefully  used  the  tetrii 
of  penalti^  for  it?  as  any  one  toay  observei  who  readi 
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pow  e)(amiiiiQg.  And  you  were  so  nice  in  the  point, 
th^t  thi*ee  or  four  leaves  backfvardp*  where  I  s^y,  By 
your  rule  dissenters  must  be  punished,  you  mepd  it,  and 
8ay>  **  or  if  I  please,  subjected  to  moderate  penalties.'* 
But  here  when  the  inquiry,  how  long  force  was  to  be 
continued  on  men,  showed  the  absurdity  of  that  pre* 
tence,  that  they  were  to  be  punished  on  without  end,  to 
make  them  consider ;  rathej?  than  part  with  your  he^ 
loved  forae,  you  open  the  matter  a  little  farther,  and 
profess  directly  the  punishing  men  for  their  religion, 
Fof  though  you  do  all  you  can  to  cover  it  under  the 
pame  of  rejecting  the  true  religion  duly  proposed ;  yet 
it  is  in  truth  po  more  but  being  of  a  reljgioq  different 
from  yours,  that  you  would  have  them  punished  for : 
for  all  thi|t  the  author  plegds  for,  apd  yop  cfip  oppose 
in  writipg  against  him,  is  toleration  of  religion.  Your 
scheme  therefore  being  thus  mended,  your  hypothesis 
enlarged,  being  of  a  different  religion  from  the  patigpoi 
found  criminal,  and  punishments  found  justly  tq  belong 
to  it ;  it  is  to  b?  hoped,  that  in  good  time  your  pu^ 
pishments  may  grow  too,  and  be  advanced  tp  all  tho3^ 
degrees  ypu  in  the  beginning  condemned ;  whep  havipg 
cpnsidered  a  little  farther,  you  cannot  miss  findipgt 
that  the  obstinacy  of  the  criminals  does  pot  les^n  their 
erjme>  and  therefore  justice  will  require  severer  execU'* 
tion  to  be  dope  upon  them. 

But  you  tell  us  here,  *^  Because  your  design  does 
^  rather  oblige  you  to  consider  how  long  men  may  peed 
**  pupishmept,  than  how  long  it  may  ^  just  to  punish 
^*  them  i  therefore  you  shaU  add,  that  as  long  as  mep 
*^  refuse  tP  embrace  the  true  religion,  so  )png  penalti^ 
**  are  necessary  for  them  to  dispose  them  to  consider 
'^  apd  embrace  it ;  and  that  therefore  as  justice  allows, 
^^  so  charity  requires,  that  they  be  kept  subject  to  pe* 
*'  palties,  till  they  embrace  the  true  religion."  liet  us 
therefore  see  the  consistency  of  this  with  other  parts  qf 
your  hypothesis,  ^nd  examine  it  a  little  by  them? 

Your  doctrine  is,  that  where  intreaties  and  admppi- 
tions  upop  trial  dp  not  prevail,  punishments  are  to  be 
used ;  but  they  must  be  qioderpte.    Moderate  punishp 
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inents  have  been  tried,  and  they  prevail  not ;  what  noiv 
is  to  be  done  ?  Are  not  greater  to  be  used  ?  No,  For 
what  reason  ?  Because  those  whom  moderate  penalties 
will  not  prevail  on,  being  desperately  perverse  and  ob- 
stinate, remedies  are  not  to  be  provided  for  the  in- 
curable, as  you  tell  us  in  the  page  immediately  pre- 
ceding. 

Moderate  punishments  have  been  tried  upon  a  man 
once,  and  again,  and  a  third  time,  but  prevail  not  at 
all,  make  no  impression;  they  are  repeated  as  many 
times  more,  but  are  still  found  ineffectual :  pray  tell  me 
a  reason  why  such  a  man  is  concluded  so  desperately 
perverse  and  obstinate,  that  greater  degrees  will  not  work 
upon  him  ;  but  yet  not  so  desperately  perverse  and  olv 
stinate,  but  that  the  same  degrees  repeated  may  work 
upon  him  ?  I  will  not  urge  here,  that  this  is  to  pretend 
to  know  the  just  degree  of  punishment  that  will  or  will 
not  work  on  any  one  ;  which  I  should  imagine  a  pretty 
intricate  business :  but  this  I  have  to  say,  that  if  you 
can  think  it  reasonable  and  useful  to  continue  a  man  se- 
veral years,  nay  his  whole  life,  under  the  same  repeated 
punishments,  without  going  any  higher,  though  they 
work  not  at  all ;  because  it  is  possible  some  time  or  other 
they  may  work  on  him ;  why  is  it  not  as  reasonable  and 
useful,  I  am  sure  it  is  much  more  justifiable  and  cha- 
ritable, to  leave  him  all  his  life  under  the  means,  which 
all  agree  God  has  appointed,  without  going  any  higher; 
because  it  is  not  impossible  that  some  time  or  other 
preaching,  and  a  word  spoken  in  due  season,  may  work 
upon  him  ?  For  why  you  should  despair  of  the  success 
of  preaching  and  persuasion  upon  a  fruitless  trial,  ^nd 
thereupon  think  yourself  authorized  to  use  force ;  and 
yet  not  so  despair  of  the  success  of  moderate  foix^,  as 
after  years  of  fruitless  trial  to  continue  it  on,  and  not 
to  proceed  to  higher  degrees  of  punishment ;  you  are 
concerned  for  the  vindication  of  your  system  to  show  a 
reason. 

I  mention  the  trial  of  preaching  and  persuasion,  io 
show  the.  unreasonableness  of  your  hypothesis,  supposing 
such  a  trial  made :  not  that  in  yours,  or  the  common 
method,  there  is  or  can  be  a  fair  trial  made  what  preach- 
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Ing  Imd  persuasion  can  do.  For  care  is  taken  bj  pu- 
nishments and  ill  treatment  to  indispose  and  tura  away 
men's  miiids,  and  to  add  aversion  to  their  scruples  ;  an 
excellent  waj  to  soften  men's  inclinations,  and  temper 
them  for  the  impression  of  ailments  and  intreaties ; 
though  these  too  ai*e  only  talked  of:  for  I  cannot  but 
wonder  to  find  you  mention,  as  you  do,  giving  ear  to 
admonitions,  intreaties,  and  persuasions,  when  these 
are  seldom,  if  ever  made  use  of,  but  in  places,  where 
those,  who  are  to  be  wrought  on  by  them,  are  known 
to  be  out  of  bearing ;  nor  can  be  expected  to  come 
there,  till  by  such  means  they  have  been  wrought  on. 

It  is  not  without  reason  therefore  you  cannot  part 
with  your  penalties,  and  would  have  no  end  put  to 
your  punishments,  but  continue  them  on  ;  since  you 
leave  so  much  to  their  operatbn,  and  make  so  little  use 
of  other  means  to  work  upon  dissenters. 


CHAPTER  VI. 
Of  the  end  far  which  force  is  to  be  used. 

He  that  should  read  the  beginning  of  your  **  Argu- 
*'  ment  considered,"  would  think  it  in  earnest  to  be 
your  design  to  have  force  employed  to  make  men  seri- 
ously consider,  and  nothing  else:  but  he  that  shall 
look  a  little  farther  into  it,  and  to  that  add  also  your 
defence  of  it,  will  find  by  the  variety  of  ends  you  de- 
sign your  force  for,  that  either  you  know  not  well  what 
you  would  have  it  for ;  or  else,  whatever  it  was  you 
aimed  at,  you  called  it  still  by  that  name  which  best 
fitted  the  occasion,  and  would  serve  best  in  that  place 
to  recommend  the  use  of  it. 

You  ask  me,  *^  Whether  the  mildness  and  gentleness 
'*  of  the  gospel  destroys  the  coactive  power  of  the  ma* 
**  gistrate?''  I  answer,  as  you  supposed.  No:  upon 
which  you  infer,  *'  Then  it  seems  the  magistrate  may 
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''  vap  his  (»9ct{v9  pQW(^r>  without  offi^fiding  f^jp4nit  the 
♦'  i»U4ne^  »nd  g^tlen^sg  of  (be  gospel."  Ye»,  wh^r« 
hQ  has  cominifisiQB  and  authority  to  use  it.  ^^  And  soi 
<<  s^y  ypM«  it  will  consist  w^}  enough  with  the  mildness 
^<  ^nd  geptlepess  of  the  gospel  for  the  magistrate  to  us9 
'^'  his  coacUve  power  tq  prpcgre  them*'  [I  suppose  you 
mean  the  ministers  and  preachers  of  the  national  relif- 
gion]  ^^  a  hearing  where  their  prayers  and  intreaties 
f^  will  not  do  it.''  No,  it  will  not  consist  with  the 
gentle  and  mild  method  of  the  gospeU  uuless  the  gospel 
has  directed  It^  or  something  else  to  supply  its  w^nt» 
till  it  could  he  had.  As  for  miracles,  which  yon  pre<* 
tend  to  h^ve  supplied  the  want  pf  force  in  the  ^rst  ages 
of  ehristianityi  you  will  find  that  considered  in  another 
place.  But,  sir,  show  me  a  country  where  the  ministers 
and  teai?hers  of  the  national  and  true  religion  go  about 
with  prayers  and  intreaties  to  procure  a  hearing»  and 
cannot  obtain  it ;  and  there  I  think  I  need  not  stand 
with  you  for  the  magistrate  to  use  force  to  procure  it 
them ;  but  that  I  fear  will  not  serve  your  turn. 

To  show  the  inconsistency  and  impracticableness  of 
your  method,  I  had  said,  **  Let  us  now  see  to  what  end 
<<  they  must  be  punished :  sometimes  it  is,  To  bring 
*<  them  to  consider  those  reasons  and  arguments  which 
<*  are  proper  gnd  suffipient  to  convince  them :  of  what  ? 
**  That  it  is  not  easy  to  set  Grantham  steeple  upon 
*^  Paul's  church  ?  Whatever  it  be  yon  would  have  them 
M  convinced  of,  you  ^re  not  willing  to  tell  us ;  and  so 
**  it  m^y  be  Any  thing*  Sometimes  it  is.  To  incline 
<*  theni  to  lend  an  ear  to  those  who  tell  them  they  have 
^*  n)ista)(:en  their  way»  ^nd  offer  to  show  them  the  right. 
^'  Which  is,  to  lend  an  ear  tp  all  who  differ  froin  theQi 
^<  in  peligion>  its  well  crafty  seducers,  9s  otheri^,  Whe- 
'<  ther  tbb  be  for  the  procuring  the  salvation  of  their 
*^  souls,  the  end  for  which  you  say  this  force  is  to  be 
<*  nsed|  judge  you.  But  this  I  am  sure,  whoever  will 
''  lend  an  ear  to  all  who  will  tell  them  they  are  out  of 
**  tho  way,  will  not  have  mpch  time  for  any  other  bu- 
/^  siness. 

*^  Son^ctimes  it  isy  To  recover  men  to  so  much  so- 
^'  hriety  pnd  reflection^  as  $eriovs)y  to  put  th$  question 
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^  to  themselves^  whether  it  be  really  worth  theu*  while 
'*  to  undergo  such  inconveniencies^  for  adhering  to  a  re- 
**  ligion  which,  for  any  thing  they  know,  may  be  false ; 
"  or  for  rejecting  another  (if  that  be  the  case)  which,  foi^ 
*^  aught  they  know,  may  be  true ;  till  they  have  brought 
*'  it  to  the  bar  of  reason,  and  given  it  a  fair  trial  there. 
**  Which  in  short  amounts  to  thus  much,  viz.  To  make 
them  examine  whether  their  religion  be  true,  and  sd 
worth  the  holding,  under  those  penalties  that  are  an- 
nexed to  it.  Dissenters  are  indebted  to  you  for  your 
"  great  care  of  their  souls.  But  what,  I  beseech  you, 
*•  shall  become  of  those  of  the  national  church,  eveiy- 
*'  where,  which  make  far  the  greater  part  of  mankind, 
*'  who  have  no  such  punishments  to  make  them  con- 
'*  sider  j  who  have  not  this  only  remedy  provided  fot 
'*  them,  but  ai*e  left  in  that  deplorable  condition,  yoii 
**  mention,  of  being  suffered  quietly,  and  without  mo- 
**  lestation,  to  take  no  care  at  all  of  their  souls,  or  iii 
^  doing  of  it  to  follow  their  own  prejudices,  humours, 
"  or  some  crafty  seducers  ?  Need  not  those  of  the  na- 
"  tional  church,  as  well  as  others,  bring  their  i*eligion 
*'  to  the  bar  of  reason,  and  give  it  a  fair  ^rial  there  ? 
"  And  if  they  need  to  do  so,  as  they  must,  if  all  na- 
^  tional  religions  cannot  be  supposed  true ;  they  will 
**  always  need  that  which  you  say  is  the  only  means  to 
**  make  them  do  so.  So  that  if  you  are  sure,  as  you  tell 
^  us,  that  there  is  need  of  your  method ;  I  am  sure, 
*'  there  is  as  much  need  of  it  in  national  churches  as 
**  any  other.  And  so,  for  aught  I  can  see,  you  must 
*'  either  punish  them,  or  let  others  alone :  unless  you 
**  think  it  reasonable  that  the  far  greater  part  of  man- 
^*  kind  should  constantly  be  without  that  sovereign  and 
only  remedy,  which  they  stand  in  need  of  equally 
with  other  people. 
''  Sometimes  the  end  for  which  men  must  be  pu- 
**  nished  is,  to  dispose  them  to  submit  to  instruction, 
*'  and  to  give  a  fair  hearing  to  the  reasons  offered  fof 
*^  the  enlightening  their  minds,  and  discovering  the 
**  truth  to  them.  If  their  own  words  may  be  taken  fot 
it,  there  are  as  few  dissenters  as  conformists,  in  any 
country,  who  will  not  profess  they  have  done,  and 

VOL.  V.  X 


ti 


t€ 


loa  4  3r*i>4  letter  far  Tohrafhfh 

*f  da  tbia*  And  if  their  own  words  may  Qot  be  Utken, 
"  who,  I  prfiy,  must  be  judge  ?  You  and  your  mitgi* 
'^  stratesi  ?  If  so,  then  it  is  plain  you  punish  them  not 
*^  to  dispose  them  to  subnet  to  instruction,  but  to  your 
*^  instruction ;  not  to  dispose  them  to  give  a  fair  hear* 
*^  ing  to  reasons  offered  for  the  enlightening  their  minds, 
*^  but  to  give  an  obedient  hearing  to  your  reasons.  If 
'^  you  mean  this,  it  had  been  fairer  and  shorter  to  have 
'^  9poken  out  plainly,  than  thus  in  fair  words,  of  in« 
*^  definite  signification,  to  say  that  which  amounts  to 
**  nothing.  For  what  sense  is  it  to  punish  a  man  to 
'f  dispose  him  to  sybmit  to  instruction,  and  give  a  fair 
**  hearing  to  reasons  offered  for  the  enlightening  his 
*'  mind,  and  discovering  truth  to  him,  who  goes  two 
*^  or  three  times  a  week  several  miles  on  purpose  to  do 
*^  it,  and  that  with  the  hazard  of  his  liberty  or  purse ; 
*'  unless  you  mean  your  instructions,  your  reasons,  your 
*^  truth  ?  Which  brings  us  but  back  to  what  you  have 
disclaimed,  plain  persecution  for  differing  in  reli- 
gion. 

*f  Sometimes  this  is  to  be  done.  To  prevail  with  men 
'<  to  weigh  matters  of  religion  carefully  and  impartially. 
'*  Discountenance  and  punishment  put  into  one  scale, 
*^  with  impunity  and  hopes  of  preferment  put  into  the 
'*  other,  is  as  sure  a  way  to  make  a  man  weigh  impar- 
**  tially,  as  it  would  be  for  a  prince  to  bribe  and  threaten 
**  a  judge  to  make  him  judge  uprightly. 

'*  Sometimes  it  is.  To  make  men  bethink  themselves, 
*^  and  put  it  out  of  the  power  of  any  foolish  humour,  or 
**  unreasonable  prejudice,  to  alienate  them  from  truth 
**  and  their  own  happiness.  Add  but  this,  to  put  it 
**  out  of  the  power  of  any  humour  or  prejudice  of  their 
**  QWUt  or  other  men's ;  and  I  grant  the  end  is  good, 
if  you  can  find  the  means  to  procure  it.  But  why  it 
should  not  be  put  out  of  the  power  of  other  men's 
humour  or  prejudice,  as  well  as  their  own,  wants, 
'^  and  wUl  always  want,  a  reason  to  prove.  Would  it 
**  not,  I  beseech  you,  to  an  indifferent  by^stander,  ap* 
^'  pear  humour  or  prejudice,  or  something  as  bad ;  to 
see  men  who  profess  a  religion  revealed  from  heaven, 
and  which  they  own  contains  all  iq  it  necessary  to* 
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'*  salvation,  exclude  men  from  their  communion,  and 
persecute  them  with  the  penalties  of  the  civil  lawi  for 
not  joining  in  the  use  of  ceremonies,  which  are  wo^ 
<'  where  to  be  found  in  that  revealed  religion  ?  Would 
*'  it  not  appear  humour  or  prejudice,  or  some  such 
^  thing,  to  a  sober  impartial  heathen,  to  see  christians. 
**  exclude  and  persecute  one  of  the  same  faith,  for  things 
'^  which  they  themselves  confess  to  be  indifferent,  and 
*'  not  worth  the  contending  for  ?  Prejudice,  humour, 
**  passion,  lusts,  impressions  of  education,  reverence  and 
*'  admiration  of  persons,  worldlj  respects,  love  of  their 
'^  own  choice,  and  the  like ;  to  which  you  justly  \m^ 
*^  pute  many  men's  taking  up  and  persisting  in  their  re« 
ligion ;  are  indeed  good  words ;  and  so,  on  the  other 
side,  are  these  following,  truth,  the  right  way,  en« 
lightening,  reason,  sound  judgment ;  but  they  sigw 
nify  nothing  at  all  to  your  purpose,  till  you  can  evi^ 
dently  and  unquestionably  show  the  world,  that  the 
^  latter,  truth,  and  the  right  way,  etc.  are  always,  and 
*^  in  all  countries,  to  be  found  only  in  the  national 
*^  church :  and  the  former,  viz.  passion  and  prejudice, 
^  etc.  only  amongst  the  dissenters.     But  to  go  on : 

^  Sometimes  it  is.  To  bring  men  to  take  such  care 
^  as  they  ought  of  their  salvation.  What  care  is  suck 
**  as  men  ought  to  take,  whilst  they  are  out  of  youiv 
*^  church,  will  be  hard  for  you  to  tell  me^  But  you 
**  endeavour  to  explain  yourself  in  the  following  words  : 
*'  that  they  may  not  blindly  leave  it  to  the  choice  nei«- 
**  ther  of  any  other  person,  nor  yet  of  their  own  lusts 
and  passions,  to  prescribe  to  them  what  faith  or  wor- 
ship they  shall  embrace.  You  do  well  to  make  use 
-  of  punishment  to  shut  passion  out  of  the  choice ;  be- 
**  cause  you  know  fear  of  suffering  is  no  passion.  But 
^'  let  that  pass.  You  would  have  men  punished,  to  bring 
**  them  to  take  such  care  of  their  salvation,  that  they 
**  may  not  blindly  leave  it  to  the  choice  of  any  other 
"  person  to  prescribe  to  them.  Are  you  sincere  ?  Are 
**  you  in  earnest  ?  Tell  me  then  truly  :  did  the  magis- 
•*  trate  or  the  national  church,  any-where,  or  yours  in 
^  particidar,  ever  punish  any  man,  to  bring  him  to 
^  have  this  care,  which,  you  say,  he  ovight  to  take  of 
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**  his  salvation  ?  Did  you  ever  punish  any  man,  that  he* 
*^  might  not  blindly  leave  it  to  the  choice  of  his  parish- 
**  priesty  or  bishop,  or  the  convocation,  what  faith  or 
«  worship  he  should  embrace  ?  It  will  be  suspected, 
•*  care  of  a  party,  or  any  thing  else,  rather  than  care 
**  of  the  salvation  of  men's  souls ;  iP,  having  found  out 
•*  so  useful,  so  necessary  a  remedy,  the  only  method 
"  there  is  room  left  for,  you  will  apply  it  but  partially, 
and  make  trial  of  it  only  on  those  whom  you  have 
truly  least  kindness  for.  This  will  unavoidably  give 
one  reason  to  imagine,  you  do  not  think  so  well  of 
your  remedy  as  you  pretend,  who  are  so  sparing  of  it 
to  your  friends ;  but  are  very  free  of  it  to  strangers, 
**  who  in  other  things  are  used  very  much  like  enemies. 
'*  But  your  remedy  is  like  the  helleboraster,  that  grew 
in  the  woman's  garden,  for  the  cure  of  worms  in  her 
neighbours  children  :  for  truly  it  wrought  too  roughly 
to  give  it  to  any  of  her  own.  Methinks  your  cha- 
rity, in  your  present  persecution,  is  much-what  as 
prudent,  as  justifiable,  as  that  good  woman's.  I  hope 
"  I  have  done  you  no  injury,  that  I  here  suppose  you 
of  the  church  of  England ;  if  I  have  I  beg  your 
pardon.  It  is  no  offence  of  malice,  I  assure  you : 
*^  for  I  suppose  no  worse  of  you,  than  I  confess  of  my*' 
*'  self. 

**  Sometimes  this  punishment  that  you  contend  for, 
is,  to  bring  men  to  act  according  to  reason  and  sound 
judgment : 

* 
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•*  This  is  reformation  indeed.  If  you  can  help  us  to 
it,  you  will  deserve  statues  to  be  erected  to  you,  as 
to  the  restorer  of  decayed  religion.  But  if  all  men 
have  not  reason  and  sound  judgment,  will  punishment 
put  it  into  them  ?  Besides,  concerning  this  matter 
mankind  is  so  divided,  that  he  acts  according  to  rea- 
son and  sound  judgment  at  Augsburg,  who  would  be 
judged  to  do  quite  the  contrary  at  Edinburgh.  Will 
punishment  make  men  know  what  is  reason  and 
sound  judgment  ?     If  it  will  not^  it  is  impossible  it 
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*^  should  make  them  act  according  to  it.  Reason  and 
'^  sound  judgment  are  the  elixir  itself,  the  universal 
'^  remedy :  and  jou  may  as  reasonably  pimish  men  to 
bring  them  to  have  the  philosopher's  stone,  as  to 
bring  them  to  act  according  to  reason  and  sound 
judgment. 

'^  Sometimes  it  is,  To  put  men  upon  a  serious  and 
"  impartial  examination  of  the  controversy  between  the 
magistrate  and  them^  whicli  is  the  way  for  them  to 
come  to  the  knowledge  of  the  truth.  But  what  if 
**  the  truth  be  on  neither  side,  as  I  am  apt  to  imagine 
**  you  will  think  it  is  not ;  where  neither  the  magistrate 
**  nor  the  dissenter  is  either  of  them  of  your  church ; 
**  how  will  the  examining  the  controversy  between  the 
"  magistrate  and  him  be  the  way  to  come  to  the  know- 
ledge of  the  truth  ?  Suppose  the  controversy  between 
a  lutheran  and  a  papist ;  or,  if  you  please,  between  a 
presbyterian  magistrate  and  a  quaker  subject;  will  the 
examining  the  controversy  between  the  magistrate 
and  the  dissenting  subject,  in  this  case,  bring  him  to 
the  knowledge  of  the  truth  ?  If  you  say,  Yes,  then  you 
**  grant  one  of  these  to  have  the  truth  on  his  side.  For 
"  the  examining  the  controversy  between  a  presbyte- 
"  rian  and  a  quaker,  leaves  the  controversy  either  of 
<*  them  has  with  the  church  of  England,  or  any  other 
'*  church,  untouched.  And  so  one,  at  least,  of  those 
**  being  already  come  to  the  knowledge  of  the  truth, 
*'  ought  not  to  be  put  under  your  discipline  of  punish- 
**  ment ;  which  is  only  to  bring  him  to  the  truth.  If  you 
**  say.  No,  and  that  the  examining  the  controversy  be- 
<<  tween  the  magistrate  and  the  dissenter,  in  this  case, 
*'  win  not  bring  him  to  the  knowledge  of  the  truth ; 
<<  you  confess  your  rule  to  be  false,  and  your  method  to 
**  no  purpose. 

*'  To  conclude,  your  system  is,  in  short,  this :  You 
<*  would  have  all  men,  laying  aside  prejudice,  humour, 
**  passion,  etc.  examine  the  grounds  of  their  religion, 
"  and  search  for  the  truth.  This,  I  confess,  is  heartily 
"  to  be  wished.  The  means  that  you  propose  to  make 
^  men  to  do  this,  is,  that  dissenters  should  be  punished 
^<  to  w»ke  them  do  $o,    It  is  as  if  you  hf(d  said,  men 
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generally  are  gwilty  of  a  fault ;  therefore  let  one  sect, 
who  have  the  ill  luck  to  be  of  an  opinion  different 
from  the  magistrate,  be  punished.  This,  at  first  sight, 
**  shocks  any  one  who  has  the  least  spark  of  sense,  rea- 
son, or  justice.  But  having  spoken  of  this  already, 
and  concluding  that^  upon  second  thoughts,  you 
yourself  will  be  ashamed  of  it ;  let  us  consider  it  put 
**  so  as  to  be  consistent  with  common  sense,  and  with 
**  all  the  advantage  it  can  bear,  and  then  let  us  see 
**  what  you  can  make  of  it.  Men  are  negligent  in 
**  examining  the  religions  they  embrace,  refbse,  or  per- 
**  sist  in  ;  therefoi*e  it  is  fit  they  should  be  punished  to 
make  them  do  it.  This  is  a  consequence  indeed  which 
may,  without  defiance  to  common  sense,  be  drawn 
from  it.  This  is  the  use,  the  only  use,  which  you 
think  punishment  can  indirectly  and  at  a  distance 
have  in  matters  of  religion.  You  would  have  men  by 
*•  punishments  driven  to  examine.  What?  Religion. 
"  To  what  end?  To  bring  them  to  the  knowledge  of 
'"  the  truth.     But  I  answer, 

"  First,  Every  one  has  not  the  ability  to  do  this. 
"  Secondly,  Every  one  has  not  the  opportunity  to 
"  do  it. 

"  Would  you  have  every  poor  protestant,  for  ex- 

**  ample,  in  the  palatinate,  examine  thoroughly  whe- 

•*  ther  the  pope  be  infallible,  or  head  of  the  church ; 

"  whether  there  be  a  purgatory ;  whether  saints  are  to 

*•  be  prayed  to,  or  the  dead  prayed  for ;  whether  the 

**  scripture  be  the  only  rule  of  faith ;  whether  there  be 

''^  no  salvation  out  of  the  church ;  and  whether  there  be 

no  church  without  bishops ;  and  an  hundred  other 

things  in  controversy  between  the  papists  and  those 

protestants :  and  when  he  had  mastered  these,  go  on 

to  fortify  himself  against  the  opinions  and  objections 

**  of  other  churches  he  differs  from  ?  This,  which  is  no 

^*  small  task,  must  be  done,  before  a  man  can  have 

''  brought  his  religion  to  the  bar  of  reason,  and  given 

**  it  a  fair  trial  there.     And  if  you  will  punish  men 

*'  till  this  be  done,  the  countryman  must  leave  off  plow- 

*'  ing  and  sowing,  and  betake  himself  to  the  study  of 

''-  Greek  and  Latin ;  and  the  artisan  must  ^eU  his  tools'^ 
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'*  to  buy  fhthers  and  schoolttien^  and  leave  tite  fatnil]^ 
"  to  starve.  If  something  less  than  this  will  satisfy 
*•  you,  pray  tell  me  what  is  enough.  Have  thiey  con- 
'*  sidered  and  examined  enough,  if  they  are  satisfied 
<<  themselves  where  the  truth  lies  ?  If  this  b6  the  limits 
*'  of  their  examination^  you  will  find  few  to  punish ; 
'*  unless  you  will  punish  them  to  make  them  do  what 

they  have  done  already.     For,  however  he  catoe  by 

his  religion^  there  is  scarce  any  one  to  be  fbund  who 
'*  does  not  own  himself  satisfied  that  he  is  in  the  right. 
**  Or,  else^  must  they  be  punished  to  make  them  con- 
''  sider  and  examine,  till  they  embrieii:^  that  Which  yotk 
'*  choose  for  truth  ?  If  this  be  so^  what  do  you  bill  in 
'*  efibct  choose  for  them  ?  when  yet  you  woiild  hllv^ 
**  men  punished,  to  bring  them  to  such  a  care  of  theilf 
*'  souls  that  no  other  person  might  choose  for  them  ? 
**  If  it  be  truth  in  general  you  would  have  them  by 
**  punishments  driven  to  seek ;  that  is  to  offtr  mattelr 
**  of  dispute,  and  not  a  rule  of  discipline.  For  to 
**  punish  any  one  to  make  him  seek  till  he  find  tiruth, 
**  without  a  judge  of  truth,  is  to  punish  for  you  knoW 
**  not  what ;  and  is  all  one  as  if  you  should  whip  it 
<*  scholar  to  make  him  find  out  the  square  root  of  a 
**  number  you  do  not  know.  I  wonder  not  therefbre 
^  that  you  could  not  resdve  with  yourself  what  degree 
**  of  severity  you  would  have  used,  nor  how  long  con- 
**  tinned ;  when  you  dare  not  speak  out  directly  whom 
««  you  would  have  punished,  and  are  far  firom  b^g 
^<  clear  to  what  end  they  should  be  under  penalties. 

**  Consonant  to  this  uncertainty,  of  whom,  or  what, 
^  to  be  punished ;  you  tell  us,  that  there  is  no  question 
*•  of  the  success  of  this  method.  Force  will  certainly 
"  do,  if  duly  proportioned  to  the  design  of  it. 

'<  What,  I  pray,  is  the  design  of  it  ?  I  challenge  you, 
'*  or  any  man  living,  out  of  what  you  have  said  ih 
**  your  book,  to  tell  me  directly  what  it  is.  lU  all 
•*  other  punishments  that  ever  I  heard  of  yet,  till  noW 
*•  that  you  have  taught  the  world  a  new  method,  the 
"  design  of  them  has  beeh  to  cure  the  crime  they  anJ 
"  denounced  against ;  and  so  I  think  it  ought  to  b€ 
«  here.     What,  I  beseech  you,  is  the  crime  heite? 
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^  Dissenting  ?  That  you  say  not,  any-where»  is  a  &ult; 
'*  Besides  you  tell  us,  that  the  magistrate  hath  not  an 
'^  authority  to  compel  any  one  to  hb  religion.  And 
^  that  you  do  not  require  that  men  should  have  no  rule 
"  but  the  religion  of  the  country.  And  the  power  you 
'^  ascribe  to  the  magistrate  is  given  him  to  bring  men, 
*^  not  to  his  own,  but  to  the  true  religion.  If  dissenting 
*'  be  not  the  fault ;  is  it  that  a  man  does  not  examine 
his  own  religion,  and  the  grounds  of  it  ?  Is  that  the 
crime  your  punishments  are  designed  to  cure?  Neither 
**  that  dare  you  say,  lest  you  displease  more  than  you 
'^  satisfy  with  your  new  discipline.  And  then  again, 
'^  as  I  said  before,  you  must  tell  us  how  far  you  would 
'*  have  them  examine,  before  you  punish  them  for  not 
'^  doing  it.  And  I  imagine,  if  that  were  all  we  re- 
*^  quired  of  you,  it  would  be  long  enough  before  you 
*^  would  trouble  us  with  a  law,  that  should  prescribe  to 
*<  every  one  how  far  he  was  to  examine  matters  of  re- 
'*  ligion:  wherein  if  he  failed,  and  came  short,  he 
'^  was  to  be  punished ;  if  he  performed,  and  went  in 
**  his  examination  to  the  bounds  set  by  the  law,  he  was 
acquitted  and  free.  Sir,  when  you  consider  it  again, 
you  will  perhaps  think  this  a  case  reserved  to  the 
**  great  day,  when  the  secrets  of  all  hearts  shall  be  laid 
<<  open.  For  I  imagine  it  is  beyond  the  power  or 
*^  judgment  of  man,  in  that  variety  of  circumstances, 
*^  in  respect  of  parts,  tempers,  opportunities,  helps, 
**  etc.  men  are  in,  in  this  world,  to  determine  what  is 
«  every  one's  duty  in  this  great  business  of  search, 
**  inquiry,  examination ;  or  to  know  when  any  one  has 
^  done  it.  That  which  makes  me  believe  you  will  be 
^  of  this  mind,  is,  that  where  you  undertake  for  the 
''  success  of  this  method,  if  rightly  used,  it  is  with  a 
'<  limitation,  upon  such  as  are  not  altogether  incurable. 
"  So  that  when  your  remedy  is  prepared  according  to 
**  art,  (which  art  is  yet  unknown,)  and  rightly  applied, 
*^  and  given  in  a  due  dose,  (all  which  are  secrets,)  it 
*'  will  then  infallibly  cure.  Whom  ?  All  that  are  not 
*<  incurable  by  it.  And  so  will  a  pippin-posset,  eating 
^  fish  in  lent,  or  a  presbyterian  lecture,  certainly  cure 
^  all  that  are  not  incura^e  b^  them,     For  I  am  sure 
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**  you  do  not  mean  it  will  cure  all,  but  those  who  are 
**  absolutely  incurable ;  because  you  yourself  allow  one 
**  means  left  of  cure,  when  yours  will  not  do^  viz. 
**  The  grace  of  God.  '  Your  words  are,  what  means  is 
**  there  left  (except  the  grace  of  God)  to  reduce  them^ 
**  but  to  lay  thorns  and  briars^in  their  way  ?  And  here 
**  also  in  the  place  we  were  considering,  you  tell  us» 
**  the  incurable  are  to  be  left  to  God.  Whereby,  if  you 
**  mean  they  are  to  be  left  to  those  means  he  has  or- 
**  dained  for  men*s  conversion  and  salvation,  yours 
must  never  be  made  use  of:  for  he  indeed  has  pre- 
scribed preaching  and  hearing  of  his  word ;  but  as 
for  those  who  will  not  hear,  I  do  not  find  any-where 
that  he  has  commanded  that  they  should  be  compelled 
"  or  beaten  to  it/* 

I  must  beg  my  reader's  pai-don  for  so  long  a  repetition, 

which  I  was  forced  to,  that  he  might  be  judge  whether 

what  I  there  said  either  deserves,  no  answer,  or  be  fully 

answered  in  that  paragraph,  where  you  undertake  to 

vindicate  your  method  from  all  impracticableness  and 

inconsistency  chargeable  upon  it,  in  reference  to  the  end 

for  which  you  would  have  men  punished.     Your  words 

are :  For  what?    By  which,  you  say,  "  you  perceive  I 

*^  mean  two  things:  for  sometimes  I  speak  of  the  fault, 

^^  and  sometimes  of  the  end  for  which  men  are  to  be 

punished ;  (and  sometimes  I  plainly  confound  them.) 

Now  if  it  be  inquired,  for  what  fault  men  are  to  be 

punished?  you  answer,  for  rejecting  the  true  religion, 

**  after  sufficient  evidence  tendered  them  of  the  truth 

**  of  it :  which  certainly  is  a  fault,  and  deserves  punish- 

**  ment.     But  if  I  inquire  for  what  end  such  as  do  re^ 

**  ject  the  true  religion,  are  to  be  punished ;  you  say,  to 

**  bring  them  to  embrace  the  true  religion ;  and  in  order 

**  to  that  to  bring  them  to  consider,  and  that  carefully 

**  and  impartially,    the    evidence  which   is  offered  to 

**  convince  them  of  the  truth  of  it,  which  are  undeniably 

*^  just  and  excellent  ends ;  and  which,  through  God's 

**  blessing,  have  often  been  procured,  and  may  yet  be 

**  procured  by  convenient  penalties  inflicted  for  that 

«  purpose.    Nor  do  you  kuow  of  any  thing  I  say  against 
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'^  any  part  of  this,  which  is  not  already  answered/' 
Whether  I  in  this  confound  two  things  distinct,  or  you 
distinguish  where  there  is  no  difference,  the  reader  may 
judge  by  what  I  have  said  elsewhere.  I  shall  here  only 
insider  the  ends  of  punishing,  you  here  again  in  your 
reply  to  me  assign ;  and  those,  as  I  find  them  scattered, 
ere  these : 

Som(itimes  you  speak  of  this  end,  as  if  it  were 
**  barely  to  gain  a  hearing  to  those  who  by  prayers  and 
••  in  treaty  cannot  :**  And  those  may  be  the  preachers 
of  any  religion.  But  I  suppose  you  mean  the  preachers 
of  the  true  religion.  And  who  I  beseech  you  must  be 
judge  of  that  ? 

"  Where  the  law  provides  sufficient  means  of  instruc- 
**  tion  for  all,  as  well  as  punishment  for  dissenters,  it  is 
'*  plain  to  all  concerned,  that  the  punishment  is  intend- 
**  ed  to  make  them  consider."  What  ?  The  means  the 
law  provides  for  their  instruction.  Who  then  is  judge 
of  what  they  are  to  be  instructed  in,  and  the  means  of 
instruction,  but  the  law-maker  ? 

••  It  is  to  bring  men  to  hearken  to  instruction:*'  From 
whom  ?  From  any  body  ?  •*  And  to  consider  and  examine 
**  matters  of  religion  as  they  ought  to  do,  and  to  bring 
"  those  who  are  out  of  the  right  way  to  hear,  consider, 
**  and  embrace  the  truth."  When  is  this  end  attained, 
and  the  penalties  which  are  the  means  to  this  end  taken 
off?  When  a  man  conforms  to 'the  national  church. 
And  who  then  is  judge  of  what  is  the  truth,  to  be  em- 
braced, but  the  magistrate  ? 

It  is  to  bring  men  to  consider  those  reasons  and  ar- 
guments which  are  proper  and  sufficient  to  convince 
"  them ;  but  which,  without  being  forced,  they  would 
not  consider."  And  when  have  they  done  this  ?  When 
they  have  once  conformed :  for  after  that  there  is  no 
force  used  to  make  them  consider  farther. 

'^  It  is  to  make  men  consider  as  they  ought  i^  and 
that,  you  tell  us,  is  so  to  consider,  ^^  as  to  be  moved 
**  heartily  to  embrace,  and  not  to  reject  truth  necessary 
^'  to  salvation.*'  And  when  is  the  magistrate,  that  has 
the  care  of  men'a  souls,  and  does  all  this  for  their 
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salvation^  satisfied  that  they  have  so  considered?  As 
soon  as  they  outwardly  join  in  communion  with  the 
national  church. 

It  is  to  bring  men  to  consider  and  examine  those 

controversies  which  they  are  bound  to  consider  and 

examine,  i.  e.  those  wherein  they  cannot  err  without 

dishonouring  God,  and  endangering  their  own  and 
**  other  men's  salvations*     And  to  study  the  true  reli* 

gion  with  such  care  and  diligence  as  they  might  and 
^  ought  to  use,  and  with  an  honest  mind.**  And  when, 
in  your  opinion,  is  it  presumable  that  any  man  has 
done  all  this  ?  Even  when  he  is  in  the  communion  of 
your  church. 

^^  It  is  to  cure  men's  unreasonable  prejudices  and 
'^  refractoriness  against,  and  aversion  to,  the  true  reli* 
*^  gion."  Whereof  none  i*etain  the  least  tincture  or 
suspicion )  who  are  once  got  within  the  pale  of  your 
church. 

**  It  is  to  bring  men  into  the  right  way,  into  the  way 
"  of  salvation,"  which  force  does,  when  it  has  con- 
ducted them  within  the  church  porch,  and  there  leaves 
them. 

''  It  is  to  bring  men  to  embrace  the  truth  that  must 
**  save  them."  And  here  in  the  paragraph. wherein  you 
pretend  to  tell  us  for  what  force  is  to  be  used,  you  say, 
*'  It  is  to  bring  men  to  embrace  the  true  religion,  and 
<*  in  order  to  that  to  bring  them  to  consider,  and  that 
"  carefully  and  impartially,  the  evidence  which  is 
**  offered  to  convince  them  of  the  truth  of  it,  which, 
**  as  you  say,  are  undeniably  just  and  excellent  ends ; " 
but  yet  such  as  force  in  your  method  can  never  prtlcti- 
cally  be  made  a  means  to,  without  supposing  what  you 
say  you  have  no  need  to  suppose,  viz.  That  your  reli- 
gion is  the  true ;  unless  you  had  rather  every-where 
leave  it  to  the  magistrate  to  judge  which  is  the  right 
way,  what  is  the  true  religion ;  which  supposition,  I 
imagine,  will  less  accommodate  you  than  the  other. 
But  take  which  of  them  you  will  you  must  add  this 
other  opposition  to  it,  harder  to  be  granted  you  than 
either  of  the  former,  viz.  that  those  who  conform  to 
your  church  here,  if  you  make  yourself  the  judge,  or 
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to  the  national  church  any-where,  if  you  make  the 
magistrate  judge  of  the  truth  that  must  save  men,  and 
those  only,  have  attained  these  ends. 

The  magistrate,  you  say,  is  obliged  to  do  what  in 
him  lies  to  bring  all  his  subjects  ^^  to  examine  carefully 
«<  and  impartially  matters  of  religion,  and  to  consider 
<*  them  as  they  ought,  i.  e.  so  as  to  embrace  the  truth 
"  that  must  save  them."  The  proper  and  necessary 
means,  you  say,  to  attain  these  ends  is  force.  And 
your  method  of  using  this  force  is  to  punish  all  the 
dissenters  from  the  national  religion,  and  none  of  those 
who  outwardly  conform  to  it.  Make  this  practicable 
now  in  any  country  in  the  world,  without  allowing  the 
magistrate  to  be  judge  what  is  the  truth  that  must  save 
them,  and  without  supposing  also,  that  whoever  do 
embrace  the  outwai-d  profession  of  the  national  religion, 
do  in  their  hearts  embrace,  i.  e.  believe  and  oliey, 
the  truth  that  must  save  them;  and  then  I  think 
nothing  in  government  can  be  too  hard  for  your  under- 
taking. 

You  conclude  this  paragraph  in  telling  me,  "  You 
"  do  not  know  of  any  thing  I  say  against  any  part  of 
"  this,  which  is  not  already  answered.**  Pray  tell  mc 
where  it  is  you  have  answered  those  objections  I  made 
to  those  several  ends  which  you  assigned  in  your  **  Ar- 
**  gument  considered,'*  and  for  which  you  would  have 
force  used,  and  which  I  have  here  reprinted  again, 
because  I  do  not  find  you  so  much  as  take  notice  of 
them :  and  therefore  the  reader  must  judge  whether 
they  needed  any  answer  or  no. 

But  to  show  that  you  have  not  here,  where  you  pro- 
mise and  pretend  to  do  it  clearly  and  directly,  told  us 
for  what  force  and  penalties  are  to  be  used,  I  shall  in 
the  next  chapter  examine  what  you  mean,  "  by  bring- 
^<  ing  men  to  embrace  the  true  religion.'' 
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CHAPTER  Vir. 
Of  your  bringing  men  to  the  true  religion. 

TuuE  religion  is  on  all  hands  acknowledged  to  be  so 
much  the  concern  and  interest  of  all  mankind,  that 
nothing  can  be  named,  which  so  much  effectually  be* 
speaks  the  approbation  and  favour  of  the  public.  The 
very  entitling  one's  self  to  that  sets  a  man  on-  the  right 
side.  Who  dares  question  such  a  cause,  or  oppose 
what  is  offered  for  the  promoting  the  true  religion? 
This  advantage  you  have  secured  to  yourself  from  inat- 
tentive readers  as  much  as  by  the  often  repeated  men* 
tion  of  the  true  religion  is  possible,  there  being  scarce 
a  page  wherein  the  true  religion  does  not  appear,  as  if 
you  had  nothing  else  in  your  thoughts,  but  the  •  bring* 
ing  men  to  it  for  the  salvation  of  their  souls.  Whether 
it  be  so  in  earaestt  we  will  now  see. 

You  tell  us,  **  Whatever  hardships  some  false  religions 
**  may  impose,  it  will  however  always  be  easier  to 
"  carnal  and  worldly-minded  men,  to  give  even  their 
**  first-bom  for  their  transgressions,  than  to  mortify  the 
^  lusts  from  which  they  spring,  which  no  religion  but 
"  the  true  requires  of  them."  Upon  thb  you  ground 
the  necessity  of  force  to  bring  men  to  the  true  religion, 
and  charge  it  on  the  magistrate  as  his  duty  to  use  it  to 
that  end.  What  now  in  appearance  can  express  gi'e^ter 
care  to  bring  men  to  the  true  religion  ?  But  let  us  see 
what  you  say  in  p.  64>,  and  we  shall  find  that  in  your 
scheme  nothing  less  is  meant ;  there  you  tell  us,  "  The 
**  magistrate  inflicts  the  penalties  only  upon  them  that 
**  break  the  laws :  **  and  that  law  requiring  nothing  but 
conformity  to  the  national  religion,  none  but  npn« 
conformists  are  punished.  So  that  unless  an  outward 
profession  of  the  national  religion  be  by  the  mortifica- 
tion of  men  s  lusts  harder  than  their  giving  their  first- 


318  A  Third  letter  ffr  Toleration. 

born  for  their  transgressions,  all  the  penalties  jou  con- 
tend for  concern  not,  nor  can  be  intended  to  bring  men 
effectually  to  the  true  religion :  since  they  leave  them 
before  they  come  to  the  difficulty,  which  is  to  mortify 
their  lusts,  as  the  true  religion  requires.  So  that  your 
bringing  men  to  the  true  religion  being  to  bring  them  to 
conformity  to  the  national,  for  then  you  have  done  with 
force ;  how  far  that  outward  conformity  is  from  being 
heartily  of  the  true  religion,  may  be  known  by  the 
distanoe  there  is  between  the  easiest  and  the  hardest 
thing  in  the  world.  For  there  is  nothing  easier  than 
to  profess  in  words ;  nothing  harder,  than  to  subdue  the 
heart,  and  bring  thoughts  and  deeds  into  obedience  of 
the  truth :  the  latter  is  what  is  required  to  be  of  the 
true  religion ;  the  other  all  that  is  required  by  penalties 
your  way  applied.  If  you  say^  conformists  to  the  na- 
tional religion  are  required  by  the  law  civil  and  eccle* 
siastical  to  lead  good  lives,  which  is  the  difficult  part 
of  the  true  religion :  I  answer,  these  are  not  the  laws 
we  are  here  speaking  of,  nor  those  which  the  defenders 
of  toleration  complain  of;  but  the  laws  that  put  a  dis« 
tinction  between  outward  conformists  and  non-con« 
formists :  and  those  they  say,  whatever  may  be  talked 
of  the  true  religion,  can  never  be  meant  to  bring  men 
really  to  the  true  religion,  as  long  as  the  true  religion 
is,  and  is  confessed  to  be,  a  thing  of  so  much  greater 
difficulty  than  outward  conformity. 

Miracles,  say  you,  supplied  the  want  of  force  in  the 
beginning  of  Christianity ;  and  therefore  so  far  as  they 
supplied  that  want,  they  must  be  subservient  to  the  same 
end.  The  end  then  was  to  bring  men  into  the  christian 
church,  into  which  they  were  admitted  and  received  «s 
brethren,  when  they  acknowledged  that  Jesus  was  the 
Christ,  the  son  of  God.  Will  that  serve  the  turn  ?  No : 
force  must  be  used  to  make  men  embrace  creeds  and 
ceremonies,  i.  e.  outwardly  conform  to  the  doctrine  and 
worship  of  your  church.  Nothing  more  than  that  is 
required  by  your  penalties ;  nothing  less  than  that  will 
excuse  from  punishment :  that,  and  nothing  but  that, 
will  serve  the  turn;  that  therefore,  and  only  that^  is 
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wbitt  3^u  mean  by  the  true  religion  yoa  would  have 
force  used  to  bring  men  to. 

When  I  tell  you,  '*  You  have  a  very  ill  opinion  of  the 
^  religion  of  the  church  of  England,  and  must  own  it 
**  can  only  be  propagated  and  supported  by  force,  if 
"  you  do  not  think  it  would  be  a  gainer  by  a  general 
"  toleration  all  the  world  over : "  You  ask,  "  Why  you 
"  may  not  have  as  good  an  opinion  of  the  church  of 
^^  England's,  as  you  have  of  Noah's  religion,  notwith- 
*'  standing  you  think  it  cannot  now  be  propagated  or 
^  supported  without  using  some  kinds  or  degrees  of 
"  force."  When  you  have  proved  that  Noah*s  religion, 
that  from  eight  persons  spread  and  continued  in  the 
world  till  the  apostles  times,  as  I  have  proved  in  another 
place,  was  propagated  and  supported  all  that  while  by 
your  kinds  or  degrees  of  force,  you  may  have  some  rea« 
son  to  think  as  well  of  the  religion  of  the  church  of 
England,  as  you  have  of  Noah's  religion ;  though  you 
think  it  cannot  be  propagated  and  supported  without 
some  kinds  or  degrees  of  force.  But  tUl  you  can  prove 
that,  you  cannot  upon  that  ground  say  you  have  reason 
to  have  so  good  an  opinion  of  it 

You  tell  me,  **  If  I  will  take  your  word  for  it,  you 
**  assure  me  you  think  there  are  many  other  countries 
**  in  the  world  besides  England,  where  my  toleration 
**  would  be  as  little  useful  to  truth  as  in  England."  If 
you  will  name  those  countries,  which  will  be  no  great 
pains,  I  will  take  your  word  for  it,  that  you  believe  to- 
leration there  would  be  prejudicial  to  truth :  but  if  you 
will  not  do  that,  neither  I  nor  any-body  else  can  be- 
Ueve  you.  I  will  give  you  a  reason  why  I  say  so,  and 
that  is,  because  nobody  can  believe  that,  upon  your 
principles,  you  can  allow  any  national  religion,  differing 
from  that  of  the  church  of  England,  to  be  true ;  and 
where  the  national  religion  is  not  true,  we  have  already 
your  consent,  as  in  Spain  and  Italy,  &c.  for  toleration. 
Now  that  you  cannot,  without  renouncing  your  own 
principles,  allow  any  national  religion,  differing  from 
that  established  here  by  law,  to  be  true,  is  evideint: 
For  why  do  you  punish  non-conformists  here  ?  **  To 
**  bring  theqi,  say  you,  to  the  true  religion."      But 
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what  if  they  hold  nothing,  but  what  that  other  differing 
national  church  does,  shall  they  be  nevertheless  punish- 
ed if  they  conform  not  ?  You  will  certainly  say,  yes : 
and  if  so,  then  you  must  either  say,  they  are  not  of  the 
true  religion  ;  or  else  you  must  own  you  punish  those, 
to  bring  them  to  the  true  religion,  whom  you  allow  to 
be  of  the  true  religion  already. 

You  tell  me,  "  If  I  own  with  our  author,  that  there 
**  is  but  one  true  religion,  and  I  owning  myself  to  be 
of  the  church  of  England,  you  cannot  see  how  I  can 
avoid  supposing,  that  the  national  religion  now  in 
England,  backed  by  the  public  authority  of  the  law, 
"  is  the  only  true  religion"  If  I  own,  as  I  do,  all  that 
you.  here  expect  from  me,  yet  it  will  not  serve  to  draw 
that  conclusion  from  it,  which  you  do,  viz.  That  the 
national  religion  now  in  England  is  the  only  true  reli-* 
gion ;  taking  the  true  religion  in  the  sense  that  I  do, 
and  you  ought  to  take  it.  I  grant  that  there  is  but  one 
true  religion  in  the  world,  which  is  that  whose  doctrine 
and  worship  are  necessary  to  salvation.  I  grant  too  that 
the  true  religion,  necessary  to  salvation,  is  taught  and 
professed  in  the  church  of  England :  and  yet  it  will  not 
follow  from  hence,  that  the  religion  of  the  church  of 
England,  as  established  by  law,  is  the  only  true  religion ; 
if  there  be  any  thing  established  in  the  church  of  Eng- 
land by  law,  and  made  part  of  its  religion,  which  is  not 
necessary  to  salvation,  and  which  any  other  church, 
teaching  and  professing  all  that  is  necessary  to  salva- 
tion, does  not  receive. 

If  the  national  religion  now  in  England,  backed  by 
the  authority  of  the  law,  be,  as  you  would  have  it,  the 
only  true  religion ;  so  the  only  true  religion,  that  a  man 
cannot  be  saved  without  being  of  it ;  pray  reconcile 
this  with  what  you  say  in  the  immediately  preceding 
paragraph,  viz.  *^  That  there  are  many  other  countries 
**  in  the  world  where  my  toleration  would  be  as  little 
'*  useful  as  in  England."  For  if  there  be  other  national 
religions  differing  from  that  of  England,  which  you 
allow  to  be  true,  and  wherein  men  may  be  saved,  the 
national  religion  of  England,  as  now  established  by 
law,  is  not  the  only  true  religion,  and  iqen  may  be 
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saved  without  being  of  it.  And  then  the  magistrate 
can  upon  your  principles  have  no  authority  to  use  force 
to  bring  men  to  be  of  it.  For  you  tell  us,  force  is  not 
lawful,  unless  it  be  necessary ;  and  therefore  the  magi- 
strate can  never  lawfully  use  it,  but  to  bring  men  to  be- 
lieve and  practise  what  is  necessary  to  salvation.  You 
must  therefore  either  hold,  that  there  is  nothing  in  the 
doctrine,  discipline,  and  ceremonies  of  the  church  of 
England,  as  it  is  established  by  law,  but  what  is  neces- 
sary to  salvation  :  or  else  you  must  reform  your  terms 
of  communion,  before  the  magistrate  upon  your  princi- 
ples can  use  penalties  to  make  men  consider  till  they 
conform ;  or  you  can  say  that  the  national  religion  of 
England  is  the  only  true  religion,  though  it  contain 
the  only  true  religion  in  it ;  as  possibly  most,  if  not  all, 
the  differing  christian  churches  now  in  the  world  do. 
You  tell  us  farther  in  the  next  paragraph,  *^  That 
wherever  this  only  true  religion,  i.  e.  the  national  re- 
ligion now  in  England,  is  received,  all  other  i*eligions 
••  ought  to  be  discouraged."  Why  I  beseech  you  dis- 
couraged, if  they  be  true  any  of  them  ?  For  if  they  be 
true,  what  pretence  is  there  for  force  to  bring  men  who 
are  of  them  to  the  true  religion  ?  If  you  say  all  other 
religions,  varying  at  all  from  that  of  the  church  of  Eng- 
land, are  false ;  we  know  then  your  measure  of  the  one 
only  true  religion.  But  that  your  care  is  only  of  con- 
formity to  the  church  of  England,  and  that  by  the  true 
religion  you  mean  nothing  else,  appears  too  from  your 
way  of  expressing  yourself  in  this  passage,  where  you 
own  that  you  suppose  that  as  this  only  true  religion, 
to  wit,  the  national  religion  now  in  England,  backed 
with  the  public  authority  of  law,  "  ought  to  be  received 
**  wherever  it  is  preached ;  so  wherever  it  is  received, 
all  other  religions  ought  to  be  discouraged  in  some 
measure  by  the  civil  powers."  If  the  religion  esta- 
blished by  law  in  England,  be  the  only  true  religion, 
ought  it  not  to  be  preached  and  received  every-where, 
and  all  other  religions  discouraged  throughout  the 
world  ?  and  ought  not  the  magistrates  of  all  countries 
to  take  care  that  it  should  be  so  ?  But  you  only  say, 
wherever  it  is  preached  it  ought  to  be  received ;  and 
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wherever  it  is  received,  other  religions  ought  to  be  dis- 
couraged, which  is  well  suited  to  your  scheme  for  en«- 
forcing  conformity  in  England,  but  could  scarce  drop 
from  a  man  whose  thoughts  were  on  the  true  religion, 
and  the  promoting  of  it  in  other  parts  of  the  world. 

Force  then  must  be  used  in  England,  and  penalties 
laid  on  dissenters  there.  For  what  ?  **  to  bring  them 
**  to  the  true  religion,**  whereby  it  is  plain  you  mean 
not  only  the  doctrine  but  discipline  and  ceremonies  of 
the  church  of  England,  and  make  them  a  part  of  the 
only  true  religion :  why  else  do  you  punish  all  dissenters 
for  rejecting  the  true  religion,  and  use  force  to  bring 
them  to  it  ?  When  yet  a  great,  if  not  the  greatest,  part 
of  dissenters  in  England  own  and  profess  the  doctrine 
of  the  church  of  England,  as  firmly  as  those  in  the 
communion  of  the  church  of  England.  They  therefore, 
though  they  believe  the  same  religion  with  you,  are 
excluded  from  the  true  church  of  God,  that  you  would 
have  men  brought  to,  and  are  amongst  those  who  reject 
the  true  religion. 

I  ask  whether  they  are  not  in  your  opinion  out  of 
the  way  of  salvation,  who  are  not  joined  in  communion 
with  the  true  church  ?  and  whether  there  can  be  any 
true  church  without  bishops  ?  If  so,  all  but  conformists 
in  England  that  are  of  any  church  in  Europe,  beside  the 
lutherans  and  papists,  are  out  of  the  way  of  salvation ; 
and  so  according  to  your  system  have  need  of  force  to 
be  brought  into  it :  and  these  too,  one  for  their  doctrine 
of  transubstantiation,  the  other  for  that  of  consubstan- 
tiation,  to  omit  other  things  vastly  differing  from  the 
church  of  England,  you  will  not,  1  suppose,  allow  to 
be  of  the  true  religion :  and  who  then  are  left  of  the 
true  religion  but  the  church  of  England  ?  For  the  Abys- 
sines  have  too  wide  a  difference  in  many  points  for  me 
to  imagine,  that  is  one  of  those  places  you  mean  where 
toleration  would  do  harm  as  well  as  in  England.  And 
I  think  the  religion  of  the  Greek  church  can  scarce  be 
supposed  by  you  to  be  the  true.  For  if  it  should,  it 
would  be  a  strong  instance  against  your  assertion,  that 
the  true  religion  cannot  subsist,  but  would  quickly  he 
effectually  extirpated  without  the  assistance  of  authority ; 
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Anct  this  has  subsisted  without  any  such  assistance  now 
above  two  hundred  years.  I  take  it  then  for  granted, 
and  others  with  me  cannot  but  do  the  same ;  till  you 
tell  us  what  other  religion  there  is  of  any  churchy  but 
that  of  England,  which  you  allow  to  be  the  true  reli- 
gion ;  that  all  you  say  of  bringing  men  to  the  true  n^ 
ligion,  is  only  bringing  them  to  the  religion  of  the 
church  of  England.  If  I  do  you  an  injury  in  this,  it  will 
be  capable  of  a  very  easy  vindication :  for  it  is  but 
naming  that  other  church  differing  from  that  of  Eng«< 
land,  which  you  allow  to  have  the  true  religion,  and  I 
shall  yield  myself  convinced,  and  shall  allow  these  words, 
viz.  ^'  The  national  religion  now  in  England,  badkcd 
'^  by  the  public  authority  of  law,  being  the  only  true 
*'  religion,''  only  as  a  little  hasty  sally  of  your  zeal.  In 
the  mean  time  I  shall  argue  with  you  about  the  use  of 
force  to  bring  men  to  the  religion  of  the  church  of 
England,  as  established  by  law ;  since  it  is  more  easy 
to  know  what  that  is,  than  what  you  mean  by  the  true 
religion  9  if  you  mean  any  thing  else. 

To  proceed  therefore ;  in  the  next  place  I  tell  you» 
by  using  force  your  way  to  bring  men  to  the  religion 
of  the  church  of  England,  you  mean  only  to  bring  them 
to  an  outward  profession  of  that  religion ;  and  that,  as 
I  have  told  you  elsewhere,  because  force  used  your  way, 
being  applied  only  to  dissenters,  and  ceasing  as  soon 
as  they  conform,  (whether  it  be  intended  by  the  law- 
maker for  any  thing  more  or  no,  which  we  have  exa- 
mined in  another  place ;)  cannot  be  to  bring  men  to  any 
thing  more  than  outward  conformity.  For  if  force  be 
used  to  dissenters,  and  them  only,  to  bring  men  to  the 
true  religion,  and  always,  as  soon  as  it  has  brought  men 
to  conformity,  it  be  taken  off,  and  laid  aside  as  having 
done  all  is  ex|)ected  fi'om  it ;  it  is  plain,  that  by  bring- 
ing men  to  the  true  religion,  and  bringing  them  to  out- 
ward conformity,  you  mean  the  same  thing.  You  use 
and  continue  force  upon  dissenters,  because  you  expect 
some  effect  from  it :  when  you  take  it  off,  it  has  wrought 
that  effect,  or  else  being  in  your  power,  why  do  you  not 
continue  it  on  }  The  effect  then  that  you  talk  of,  being 
the  embracing  the  true  religion,  and  the  thing  you  art 
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satisfied  witti,  without  any  further  pubishment,  expecta- 
tion, or  enquiry,  being  outward  conformity,  it  is  plain 
embracing  the  true  religion  and  outward  conformity, 
with  you,  are  the  same  things. 

Neither  can  you  say  it  is  presumable  that  those  who 
outwardly  tonform  do  really  understand,  and  inwardly 
in  their  hearts  embrace  with  a  lively  faith  and  a  sincere 
obedience,  the  truth  that  must  save  them.  1.  Because 
it  being,  as  you  tell  us,  the  magistrate's  duty  to  do  all 
that  in  him  lies  for  the  salvation  of  all  his  subjects,  and 
it  being  in  his  power  to  examine,  whether  they  know 
and  live  suitable  to  the  truth  that  must  save  them,  as 
well  as  conform ;  he  can  or  ought  no  more  to  presume 
that  they  do  so,  without  taking  an  account  of  their 
knowledge  and  lives,  than  he  can  or  ought  to  presume 
that  they  conform,  without  taking  any  account  of  their 
coming  to  church.  Would  you  think  that  physician 
discharged  his  duty,  and  had,  as  was  pretended,  a  care 
of  men's  lives ;  who  having  got  them  into  his  hands, 
and  knowing  no  more  of  them,  but  that  they  come 
once  or  twice  a  week  to  the  apothecary's  shop,  to  hear 
what  is  prescribed  them,  and  sit  there  a  while;  should 
say  it  was  presumable  they  were  recovered,  without  ever 
examining  whether  his  prescriptions  had  any  effect,  or 
what  estate  their  health  was  in  ? 

2.  It  cannot  be  presumable,  where  there  are  so  many 
visible  instances  to  the  contrary.  He  must  pass  for  an 
admirable  presumer,  who  will  seriously  affirm  that  it  is 
presumable  that  all  those  who  conform  to  the  national 
religion  where  it  is  true,  do  so  understand,  believe,  and 
practise  it,  as  to  be  in  the  way  of  salvation. 

3.  It  cannot  be  presumable,  that  men  have  parted 
with  their  corruption  and  lusts  to  avoid  force,  when 
they  fly  to  conformity,  which  can  shelter  them  from 
force  without  quitting  their  lusts.  That  which  is  dearer 
to  men  than  their  first-born,  is,  you  tell  us,  their  lusts ; 
that  which  is  harder  than  the  hardships  of  false  religions, 
is  the  mortifying  those  lusts  :  here  lies  the  difficulty  of 
the  true  religion,  that  it  requires  the  mortifying  of  those 
lusts ;  and  till  that  be  done^  men  are  not  of  the  true 
religion,  nor  in  the  way  of  salvation  :  and  it  is  upon  this 
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account  only  that  you  pretend  force  to  be  needful.  Force 
is  used  to  make  them  hear ;  it  prevails,  men  hear  :  but 
that  is  not  enough,  because  the  difficulty  lies  not  in 
that ;  they  may  hear  arguments  for  the  truth,  and  yet 
retain  their  conniption.  They  must  do  more,  they  must 
consider  those  arguments.  Who  requires  it  of  them  ? 
The  law  that  inflicts  the  punishment,  does  not ;  but 
this  we  may  be  sure  their  love  of  their  lusts,  and  their 
hatred  of  punishment,  requires  of  them,  and  will  bring 
them  to,  viz.  to  consider  how  to  retain  their  beloved 
lusts,  and  yet  to  avoid  the  uneasiness  of  the  punishment 
they  lie  under ;  this  is  presumable  they  do ;  therefore 
they  go  one  easy  step  farther,  they  conform,  anci  then 
they  are  safe  from  force,  and  may  still  retain  their  cor- 
ruption. Is  it  therefore  presumable  they  have  parted 
with  their  corruption,  because  force  has  driven  them  to 
take  sanctuary  against  punishment  in  conformity,  where 
force  is  no  longer  to  molest  them,  or  pull  them  from 
their  darling  inclinations  ?  The  difficulty  in  religion  is, 
you  say,  for  men  to  part  with  their  lusts ;  this  makes 
force  necessary  :  men  find  out  a  way  by  conforming  to 
avoid  force  without  parting  with  their  lusts ;  therefore 
it  is  presumable  when  they  conform,  that  force  which 
they  can  avoid  without  quitting  their  lusts,  has  made 
them  part  with  them  :  which  is  indeed  not  to  part  with 
their  lusts  because  of  force,  but  to  part  with  them 
gratis  ;  which  if  you  can  say  is  presumable,  the  found- 
ation of  your  need  of  force,  which  you  place  in  the 
prevalency  of  corruption,  and  men*s  adhering  to  their 
lusts,  will  be  gone,  and  so  there  will  be  no  need  of  force 
at  alL  If  the  great  difficulty  in  religion  be  for  men  to 
part  with  or  mortify  their  lusts,  and  the  only  counter- 
balance in  the  other  scale,  to  assist  the  true  religion,  to 
prevail  against  their  lusts,  be  force ;  which,  I  beseech 
yon  is  presumable,*  if  they  can  avoid  force,  and  retain 
their  lusts,  that  they  should  quit  their  lusts,  and  hear- 
tily embrace  the  true  religion,  which  is  incompatible 
with  them;  or  else  that  they  should  avoid  the  force, 
and  retain  their  lusts  ?  To  say  the  former  of  these,  is  to 
say  that  it  is  presumable,  that  they  will  quit  their  lusts, 
and  heartily  embrace  the  true  religion  for  its  own  s^lcc  ] 
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for  he  that  heartily  embraces  the  true  religion^  because 
of  a  force  which  he  knows  he  can  avoid  at  pleasure, 
without  quitting  his  lusts,  cannot  be  said  so  to  embrace 
it,  because  of  that  force :  since  a  force,  he  can  avoid 
without  quitting  his  lusts,  cannot  be  said  to  assist  truth 
in  making  him  quit  them  :  for  in  this  truth  has  no  as* 
sistance  from  it  at  all.  So  that  this  is  to  say  there  is  no 
need  of  force  at  all  in  the  case. 

Take  a  covetous  wretch,  whose  heart  is  so  set  upon 
money,  that  he  would  give  his  first-born  to  save  his 
bags ;  who  is  pursued  by  the  force  of  the  magistrate  to 
an  arrest,  and  compelled  to  hear  what  is  alleged  against 
him  ;  and  the  prosecution  of  the  law  threatening  im- 
prisonment or  other  punishment,  if  he  do  not  pay  the 
Just  debt  which  is  demanded  of  him :  if  he  enters  him- 
self in  the  Ring's-bench,  where  he  can  enjoy  his  freedom 
without  paying  the  debt*  and  parting  with  his  money ; 
will  you  say  that  it  is  presumable  he  did  it  to  pay  the 
debt,  and  not  to  avoid  the  force  of  the  law  r  The  lust 
of  the  flesh  and  pride  of  life  are  as  strong  and  preva- 
lent  as  the  lust  of  the  eye :  and  if  you  will  deliberately 
say  again,  that  it  is  presumablci  that  men  are  driven 
by  force  to  consider,  so  as  to  part  with  their  lusts,  when 
no  more  is  known  of  them,  but  that  they  do  what  dis* 
charges  them  from  the  force,  without  any  necessity  of 
parting  with  their  lusts ;  I  think  I  shall  have  occasion  to 
send  you  to  my  pagans  and  mahometans,  but  shall  have 
no  need  to  say  any  thing  more  to  you  of  this  matter 
myself. 

I  agree  with  you,  that  there  is  but  one  only  true  re- 
ligion ;  I  agree  too  that  that  one  only  true  religion  is 
professed  and  held  in  the  church  of  England ;  and  yet 
I  deny,  if  force  may  be  used  to  bring  men  to  that  true 
religion,  that  upon  your  principles  it  can  lawfully  be 
used  to  bring  men  to  the  national  religion  in  England, 
as  established  by  law :  because  force  according  to  your 
own  rule,  being  only  lawful  because  it  is  necessary,  and 
therefore  unfit  to  be  used  where  not  necessary,  i.  e»  ve- 
cessary  to  bring  men  to  salvation  ;  it  can  never  be  law- 
fully used  to  bring  a  man  to  any  thing  that  is  not  ne« 
cessary  to  salvation,  as  I  have  more  fuUy  sbowq  in  an- 
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other  place.  If  therefore  in  the  national  religion  of 
England)  there  be  any  thing  put  in  as  necessary  to  com«» 
munion^  that  is^  though  true,  yet  not  necessary  to  salva« 
tioD ;  force  cannot  be  lawfully  used  to  bring  men  to  that 
communion,  though  the  thing  so  required  in  itself  may 
perhaps  be  true. 

There  be  a  great  many  truths  contained  in  scripturei 
which  a  man  may  be  ignorant  of»  and  consequently  not 
believe,  without  any  danger  to  his  salvation,  or  else  very 
few  would  be  capable  of  salvation ;  for  I  think  I  may 
truly  say,  there  was  never  any  one,  but  he  that  was  the 
wisdom  of  the  Fathefi  who  was  not  ignorant  of  some, 
and  mistaken  in  others  of  them«  To  bring  men  there^ 
fore  to  embrace  such  truths,  the  use  of  force  by  your  own 
rule  cannot  be  lawful :  because  the  belief  or  knowledge 
of  those  truths  themselves  not  being  necessar}'  to  salva«- 
tioD,  there  can  be  no  necessity  men  should  be  brought 
to  embrace  them,  and  sa  no  necessity  to  use  force  to 
bring  men  to  embrace  them« 

The  only  true  religion  which  is  necessary  to  salva- 
tion, may  in  one  national  church  have  that  Joined  with 
it,  which  in  itself  is  manifestly  false  and  repugnant  to 
salvation  ;  in  such  a  communion  no  man  can  join  with** 
out  quitting  the  way  to  salvation.  In  another  national 
church,  with  this  only  true  religion  may  be  Joined  what 
is  neither  repugnant  nor  necessary  to  salvation :  and  df 
such  there  may  be  several  churches  differing  from  one 
another  in  confession,  ceremonies,  and  discipline,  which 
are  usually  called  different  religions;  with  either  or 
each  of  which  a  good  man,  if  satisfied  in  his  own  mind, 
may  communicate  without  danger,  whilst  another,  not 
satisfied  in  conscience  concerning  something  in  the 
doctrine,  discipline,  or  worship,  cannot  safely,  nor 
without  sin,  communicate  with  this  or  that  of  them. 
Nor  can  force  be  lawfully  used,  on  your  principles,  to 
bring  any  man  to  either  of  them ;  because  such  things 
are  required  to  their  communion,  which  not  being  re- 
quisite to  salvation,  men  may  seriously  and  conscienti- 
ously differ,  and  be  in  doubt  about,  without  endanger- 
ing their  souls. 
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That  which  here  raises  a  noise,  and  gives  credit  to  it, 
whereby  many  are  misled  into  an  unwarrantable  zeeU 
is^  that  these  are  called  different  religions ;  and  every 
one  thinking  his  own  the  true»  the  only  true,  condemns 
all  the  rest  as  false  religions.  Whereas  those  who  hold 
all  things  necessary  to  salvation,  and  add  not  thereto 
any  thing  in  doctrine,  discipline,  or  worship,  incon- 
sistent with  salvation,  are  of  one  and  the  same  religion, 
though  divided  into  different  societies  or  churches, 
under  different  forms  :  which  whether  the  passion  and 
polity  of  designing ;  or  the  sober  and  pious  intention  of 
well-meaning  men,  set  up  :  they  are  no  other  than  the 
contrivances  of  men,  and  such  they  ought  to  be  esteemed 
in  whatsoever  is  required  in  them,  which  God  has  not 
made  necessary  to  salvation,  however  in  its  own  nature 
it  may  be  indifferent,  lawful,  or  true.  For  none  of  the 
articles,  or  confessions  of  any  church,  that  I  know,  con- 
taining in  them  all  the  truths  of  religion,  though  they 
contain  some  that  are  not  necessary  to  salvation;  to 
garble  thus  the  truths  of  religion,  and  by  their  own  au- 
thority take  some  not  necessary  to  salvation,  and  make 
them  the  terms  of  communion,  and  leave  out  others  as 
necessary  to  be  known  and  believed ;  is  purely  the  con- 
trivance of  men  ;  God  never  having  appointed  any  such 
distinguishing  system :  nor,  as  I  have  showed,  can  force, 
upon  your  principles,  lawfully  be  used  to  bring  men  to 
embrace  it. 

Concerning  ceremonies,  I  shall  here  only  ask  you 
whether  you  think  kneeling  at  the  Lord's  Supper,  or 
the  cross  in  baptism,  are  necessary  to  salvation  ?  I  men- 
tion these  as  having  been  matter  of  great  scruple :  if 
you  will  not  say  they  are,  how  can  you  say  that  force 
can  be  lawfully  used  to  bring  men  into  a  communion, 
to  which  these  are  made  necessary  ?  If  you  say.  Kneel- 
ing is  necessary  to  a  decent  uniformity,  (for  of  the 
cross  in  baptism  I  have  spoken  elsewhere,)  though  that 
should  be  true,  yet  it  is  an  argument  you  cannot  use 
for  it,  if  you  are  of  the  church  of  England :  for  if  a  de- 
cent uniformity  may  be  well  enough  preversed  without 
kneeing  at  prayer,  where  decency  requires  it  at  least  as 


A  Third  Letter  for  Toleration.  8i9 

much  as  at  receiving  the  sacrainent,  why  may  it  not  well 
enough  be  preserved  without  kneeling  at  the  sacra*  « 
ment  ?  Now  that  uniformity  is  thought  sufficiently  pre- 
served without  kneeling  at  prayer,  is  evident  by  the  va» 
rious  postures  men  are  at  liberty  to  use,  and  may  be 
generally  observed,  in  all  our  congregations,  during  the 
minister's  prayer  in  the  pulpit,  before  and  after  his  ser- 
mon, which  it  seems  can  consist  well  enough  with  de- 
cency and  uniformity ;  though  it  be  a  prayer  addressed 
to  the  great  God  of  heaven  and  earth ;  to  whose  ma- 
jesty it  is  that  the  reverence  to  be  expressed  in  our  ges- 
tures is  due,  when  we  put  up  petitions  to  him,  who  is 
invariably  the  same,  in  what  or  whose  words  soever  we 
address  ourselves  to  him* 

The  prefEice  to  the  Book  of  Common-Prayer  tells  us, 
''  That  the  rites  and  ceremonies  appointed  to  be  used 
''  in  divine  worship,  are  things  in  their  own  nature  in- 
*'  different  and  alterable."  Here  I  ask  you,  whether 
any  human  power  can  make  any  thing,  in  its  own  na- 
ture indifferent,  necessary  to  salvation?  If  it  cannot, 
then  neither  can  any  human  power  be  justified  in  the 
use  of  force,  to  bring  men  to  conformity  in  the  use  of 
such  things.  If  you  think  men  have  authority  to  make 
any  thing,  in  itself  indifferent,  a  necessary  part  of  God's 
worship,  I  shall  desire  you  to  consider  what  our  author 
says  of  this  matter,  which  has  not  yet  deserved  your 
notice. 

*'  The  misapplying  his  power,  you  say,  is  a  sin  in 
*'  the  magistrate,  and  lays  him  open  to  divine  venge- 
**  anoe."  And  is  it  not  a  misapplying  of  his  power, 
and  a  sin  in  him,  to  use  force  to  bring  men  to  such  a 
compliance  in  an  indifferent  thing,  which  in  religious 
worship  may  be  a  sin  to  them  ?  Force,  you  say,  may  be 
used  to  punish  those  who  dissent  from  the  communion 
of  the  church  of  England.  Let  us  suppose  now  all  its 
doctrines  not  only  tine,  but  necessary  to  salvation ;  but 
that  there  is  put  into  the  terms  of  its  communion  some 
indifferent  action  which  God  has  not  enjoined,  nor 
made  a  part  of  his  worship,  which  any  man  is  persuaded 
in  his  conscience  not  to  be  lawful  ?  suppose  kneeling  at 
the  sacrament,  which  having  been  superstitiously  used 
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io  adoration  of  the  bread,  as  the  real  body  tii 
may  give  occasion  of  scruple  to  some  now,  as  vrell  as 
eating  of  flesh  offered  to  idols  did  to  others  in  the  apo- 
stles time ;  which  though  lawful  in  itself,  yet  the  apostle 
said,  "  he  would  eat  no  flesh  while  the  world  standeth, 
*^  rather  than  to  make  his  weak  brother  offend/'  1  Cor. 
viii.  13.  And  if  to  lead,  by  example,  the  scrupulous 
into  any  action,  in  itself  indifferent,  which  they  thought 
unlawfuli  be  a  sin,  as  appears  at  large,  Rom.  xiv.  how 
much  more  is  it  to  add  force  to  our  example,  and  to 
compel  men  by  punishments  to  that,  which,  though 
indifferent  id  itself,  they  cannot  join  in  without  sinning  ? 
I  desire  you  to  show  me  how  force  can  be  necessary  ia 
such  a  case,  without  which  you  acknowledge  it  not  to 
be  lawful.  Not  to  kneel  at  the  Lord*s  Supper,  God  not 
having  ordained  it,  is  not  a  sin ;  and  the  apostles  re* 
eeiving  it  in  the  posture  of  sitting  or  lying,  which  was 
then  used  at  meat,  is  an  evidence  it  may  be  received  not 
kneeling.  But  to  him  that  thinks  kneeling  is  unlawful, 
it  is  certainly  a  sin.  And  for  this  you  may  take  the 
authority  of  a  very  judicious  and  reverend  prelate  of 
our  church,  in  these  words :  **  Where  a  man  is  mis** 
**  taken  in  his  judgment,  even  in  that  case,  it  is  always 
^  a  sin  to  act  against  it ;  by  so  doing,  he  wilfully  acts 
*^  against  the  best  light  which  at  present  he  has  for  the 
**  direction  of  his  actions.**  Disc,  of  Conscience,  p.  18. 
I  need  not  here  repeat  his  reasons,  having  already  quoted 
him  above  more  at  large ;  though  the  whole  passage, 
writ,  as  he  uses,  with  great  strength  and  clearness,  de- 
serves to  be  read  and  considered.  If  therefore  the  ma* 
gistrate  ei^joins  such  an  unnecessary  ceremony,  and  uses 
force  to  bring  any  man  to  a  sinful  communion  with  out 
church  in  it,  let  me  ask  you,  doth  he  sin  or  misapply  his 
power  or  no  ? 

True  and  false  religions  are  names  that  easily  engage 
men's  affections  on  the  hearing  of  them :  the  one  Ixiing 
the  aversion,  the  other  the  desire,  at  least  as  they  per* 
suade  themselves,  of  all  mankind.  This  makes  men 
forwardly  give  in  to  these  names,  wherever  they  meet 
with  them  ;  and  when  mention  is  made  of  bringing 
men  from  a  false  to  the  true  religion,  very  often  with* 
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out  knowing  what  is  meant  bj  those  namesi  they  think 
nothing  can  be  done  too  much  in  such  a  bunnesfl^  to 
which  they  entitle  God*6  honour,  and  the  salvation  of 
men*8  souls. 

I  shall  therefore  desire  of  you,  if  you  are  that  fair 
and  sincere  lover  of  truth  you  profess,  when  you  write 
again,  to  tell  us  what  you  mean  by  true,  and  what  by 
a  false  religion,  that  we  may  know  which  in  your  sense 
are  so  :  for,  as  you  now  have  used  these  words  in  your 
treatise,  one  of  them  seems  to  stand  only  for  the  religion 
of  the  church  of  England,  and  the  other  for  that  of  all 
other  churches.  I  expect  here  you  should  make  the 
same  outcries  against  me,  as  you  have  in  your  former 
letter,  for  imposing  a  sense  upon  your  words  contrary 
to  your  meaning ;  and  for  this  you  will  appeal  to  your 
own  words  in  some  other  places :  but  of  this  I  shall  leave 
the  reader  to  judge,  and  tell  him,  this  is  a  way  very  easy 
and  very  usual  for  men,  who  having  not  dear  and  con* 
sistent  notions,  keep  themselves  as  much  as  they  can 
under  the  shelter  of  general  and  variously  applicable 
terms ;  that  they  may  save  themselves  from  the  absurw 
dities  or  consequences  of  one  place,  by  a  help  from  somd 
general  or  contrary  expi*ession  in  another :  whether  it 
be  a  desire  of  victory,  or  a  little  too  warm  zeal  fbr  a 
cause  you  have  been  hitherto  persuaded  of,  which  hath 
led  you  into  this  way  of  writing;  I  shall  only  mind  you » 
Uiat  the  cause  of  God  requires  nothing,  but  what  may 
be  spoken  out  plainly  in  a  clear  determined  sense,  with* 
out  any  reserve  or  cover.  In  the  mean  time  this  I  shall 
leave  with  you  as  evident,  that  force  upon  your  ground 
cannot  be  lawfully  used  to  bring  men  to  the  communion 
of  the  church  of  England ;  (that  being  all  that  I  can 
find  you  clearly  mean  by  the  true  religion ;)  till  you  have 
proved  that  all  that  is  required  of  one  in  that  commu- 
nion, is  necessary  to  salvation. 

However  therefore  you  tell  us,  **  That  convenient 
**  force  used  to  bring  men  to  the  true  religion,  is  all 
*'  that  you  contend  for,  and  all  that  you  allow/  That 
it  is  for  *^  promoting  the  true  religion.'^  That  it  is  to 

bring  men  to  consider,  so  as  not  to  reject  the  truth 

necessary  to  salvation.    To  bring  men  to  embrace  tb^ 
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*'  truth  that  must  save  them.**  And  abundance  more 
to  this  purpose.  Yet  all  this  talk  of  the  true  religion 
amounting  to  no  more  but  the  national  religion  esta- 
blished by  law  in  England  ;  and  your  bringing  men  to 
it,  to  no  more  than  bringing  them  to  an  outward  pro- 
fession of  it ;  it  would  better  have  suited  that  condition, 
viz.  without  prejudice,  and  with  an  honest  mind,  which 
you  require  in  others,  to  have  spoke  plainly  what  you 
aimed  at,  rather  than  prepossess  men*$  minds  in  favour 
of  your  cause,  by  the  impressions  of  a  name  that  in  truth 
did  not  properly  belong  to  it. 

It  was  not  therefore  without  ground  that  I  said,  **  I 
**  suspected  you  built  all  on  this  lurking  supposition, 
'*  that  the  national  religion  now  in  England,  backed  by 
the  public  authority  of  the  law,  is  the  only  true  re- 
ligion, and  therefore  no  other  is  to  be  tolerated; 
which  being  a  supposition  equally  unavoidable,,  and 
equally  just  in  other  countries ;  unless  we  can  ima- 
gine, that,  every-where  but  in  England,  men  believe 
**  what  at  the  same  time  they  think  to  be  a  lye,**  &c. 
Here  you  erect  your  plumes^  and  to  this  your  triumphant 
logic  gives  you  not  patience  to  answer,  without  an  air 
of  victory  in  the  entrance :  "  How,  sir,  is  this  suppo* 
^*  sition  equally  unavoidable,  and  equally  just  in  other 
"  countries,  where  false  religions  are  the  national?  (for 
**  that  you  must  mean,  or  nothing  to  the  purpose.)  ** 
Hold,  sir,  you  go  too  fast ;  take  your  own  system  with 
you,  and  you  will  perceive  it  will  be  enough  to  my  pur- 
pose, if  I  mean  those  religions  which  you  take  to  be 
false :  for  if  there  be  any  other  national  churches,  which 
agreeing  with  the  church  of  England  in  what  is  neces- 
sary to  salvation,  yet  have  established  ceremonies  dif- 
ferent from  those  of  the  church  of  England ;  should  not 
any  one  who  dissented  here  from  the  church  of  England 
upon  that  account,  as  preferring  that  to  our  way  of 
worship,  be  justly  punished  ?  If  so,  then  punishment 
in  matters  of  religion  being  only  to  bring  men  to  the 
true  religion ;  you  must  suppose  him  not  to  be  yet  of 
it :  and  so  the  national  church  he  approves  of  not  to  be 
of  the  true  religion.  And  yet  is  it  not  equally  unavoid- 
able, and  equally  just,  that  that  church  should  suppose 
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its  religion  the  only  true  religion,  as  it  is  that  yours 
'  should  do  so ;  it  agreeing  with  yours  in  things  necessary 
to  salvation,  and  having  made  some  things,  in  their 
own  nature  indifferenty  requisite  to  conformity  for  de- 
cency and  order,  as  you  have  done  ?  So  that  my  saying, 
It  is  equally  unavoidable,  and  equally  just  in  other 
countries ;  will  hold  good,  without  meaning  what  you 
charge  on  me,  that  that  supposition  is  equally  unavoid- 
able, and  equally  just  where  the  national  religion  is 
absolutely  false. 

But  in  that  large  sense  too,  what  I  said  will  hold  good ; 
and  you  would  have  spared  your  useless  subtilties  against 
it,  if  you  had  been  as  willing  to  take  my  meaning,  and 
answer  my  argument,  as  you  were  to  turn  what  I  said 
to  a  sense  which  the  words  themselves  show  I  never 
intended.  My  argument  in  short  was  this.  That  grant- 
ing force  to  be  useful  to  propagate  and  support  religion, 
yet  it  would  be  no  advantage  to  the  true  religion,'  that 
you,  a  member  of  the  church  of  England,  supposing 
yours  to  be  the  true  religion^  should  thereby  claim  a 
right  to  use  force ;  since  such  a  supposition  to  those 
who  were  members  of  other  churches,  and  believed 
other  religions,  was  equally  unavoidable,  and  equally 
just.  And  the  reason  I  annexed,  shows  both  this  to  be 
my  meaning,  and  my  assertion  to  be  true :  my  words 
are«  **  Unless  we  can  imagine  that,  every-where  but  in 
**  England,  men  believe  what  at  the  same  time  they 
*^  think  to  be  a  lye."  Having  therefore  never  said, 
nor  thought  that  it  is  equally  unavoidable,  or  equally 
just,  that  men  in  eveiy  country  should  believe  the 
national  religion  of  the  country :  but  that  it  is  equally 
unavoidable,  and  equally  just,  that  men  believing  the 
national  religion  of  their  country,  be  it  true  or  false, 
should  suppose  it  to  be  true ;  and  let  me  here  add  also, 
should  endeavour  to  propagate  it ;  however  you  go  on 
thus  to  reply :  "  If  so,  then  I  fear  it  will  he  equally 
*[  true  too,  and  equally  rational:  for  otherwise  I  see 
*'  not  how  it  can  be  equally  unavoidable,  or  equally 
"  just :  for  if  it  be  not  equally  true,  it  cannot  be  equally 
**  just ;  and  if  it  be  not  equally  rational,  it  cannot  be 
*'  equdly  unavoidable.     But  if  it  be  equally  true,  and 


iU  A  Third  Letter  fi^  Toleration. 

"  equally  ratidnal^  then  either  all  religions  are  true, 
^  or  none  is  true  \  fbr  if  they  be  all  equally  true,  and 
'*  one  of  them  be  not  true,  then  none  of  them  can  be 
^  true."  I  challenge  any  one  to  put  these  fbur  good 
words,  unavoidable,  just,  rational,  and  true,  more  equally 
together,  or  to  make  a  better*wrought  deduction ;  but 
after  all,  my  argument  will  nevertheless  be  good,  that 
it  is  no  advantage  to  your  cause,  for  you  or  any  one  of 
it,  to  suppose  yours  to  be  the  only  true  religion  ;  since 
it  is  equally  unavoidable,  and  equally  just  for  any  one, 
who  believes  any  other  religion,  to  suppose  the  same 
thing.  And  this  will  always  be  so,  till  you  can  show, 
that  men  cannot  receive  false  religions  upon  arguments 
that  appear  to  them  to  be  good ;  or  that  having  received 
iklsehood  under  the  appearance  of  truth,  they  can,  whilst 
it  so  appears^  do  otherwise  than  value  it,  and  be  acted 
by  it,  as  if  it  were  true.  For  the  equality  that  is  here 
the  question,  depends  not  upon  the  truth  of  the  opinion 
embraced ;  but  on  this,  that  the  light  and  persuasion  a 
man  has  at  present,  is  the  guide  which  he  ought  to 
follow,  and  which  in  his  judgment  of  truth  he  cannot 
avoid  to  be  governed  by.  And  therefore  the  terrible 
consequences  you  dilate  on  in  the  following  part  of  that 
page  I  leave  you  for  your  private  use  on  some  fitter 
occasion. 

You  therefore  who  are  so  apt,  without  cause,  to  com* 
plain  of  want  of  ingenuity  in  others;  will  do  well 
hereafter  to  consult  your  own,  and  another  time  change 
your  style ;  and  not  under  the  undefined  name  of  the 
true  religion,  because  that  is  of  more  advantage  to  your 
argument,  mean  only  the  religion  established  by  law  in 
England,  shutting  out  all  other  religions  now  professed 
in  the  world.  Though  when  you  have  defined  what  is 
the  true  religion,  which  you  would  have  supported  and 
propagated  by  force ;  and  have  told  us  it  is  to  be  found 
in  the  liturgy  and  thirty-nine  articles  of  the  church  of 
England ;  and  it  be  agreed  to  you,  that  that  is  the  only 
true  religion ;  your  argument  of  force,  as  necessary  to 
men's  salvation,  from  the  want  of  light  and  strength 
enough  in  the  true  religion  to  prevail  against  men's  lusts, 
and  the  corruption  of  their  nature,  will  not  hold ;  be- 
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emm  your  biioging  men  bj  force,  your  way  applied,  to 
the  true  religion,  be  it  what  you  will,  is  but  bringing 
them  to  an  outward  conformity  to  the  national  church. 
But  the  bringiog  them  so  Ikr,  and  no  farther,'  having  no 
opposition  to  their  lusts,  no  inqonsistency  with  their 
corrupt  nature,  is  not  on  that  account  at  all  necessary, 
nor  does  at  all  help,  where  only,  on  your  grounds,  you 
say,  there  is  need  of  the  assistance  of  force  towards  their 
salvation. 


aa 


CHAPTER  VIII. 

0/  salvation  to  be  procured  byforcCf  if  our  way. 

There  cannot  be  imagined  a  more  laudable  design 
than  the  promoting  the  salvation  of  men's  souls,  by 
any  one  who  shall  undertake  it.  But  if  it  be  a  pre« 
tence  made  use  of  to  cover  some  other  by-interest  i 
nothing  can  be  more  odious  to  men,  nothing  more  pro* 
voldng  to  the  great  God  of  heaven  and  earth,  nothing 
more  misbecoming  the  name  and  character  of  a  chris- 
tian. With  what  intention  you  took  your  pen  in  hand 
to  defend  and  encourage  the  use  of  force  in  the  business 
of  men's  salvation,  it  is  fit  in  charity  we  take  your  word ; 
but  what  your  scheme,  as  you  have  delivered  it,  is 
guiltf  of,  it  is  my  business  to  take  notice  of,  and  repre# 
sent  to  you. 

To  my  saying,  that  ^  if  persecution,  as  is  pretended, 
**  were  for  the  salvation  of  men*s  souls,  bare  conformity 
*^  would  not  serve  the  turn,  but  men  should  be  exa* 
f'  mined  whether  they  do  it  upon  reason  and  con« 
"  viction  ; "  you  answer,  "  Who  they  be  that  pretend 
*'  that  persecution  is  for  the  salvation  of  men's  souls; 
^  you  know  not.**  Whatever  you  know  not,  I  know 
one,  who  in  the  letter  under  consideration  pleads  for 
force,  as  useful  for  the  promoting  **  the  salvation  of 
^  men's  souls ;  and  that  the  use.  of  force  is  no  other 
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"  means  for  the  saltation  of  men's  soulsi  than  what  the 
''  author  and  finisher  of  our  faith  has  directed.  That 
**  so  far  is  the  magistrate^  when  he  gives  his  helping 
**  hand  to  the  furtherance  of  the  gospel,  by  laying  con- 
*'  venient  penalties  upon  such  as  reject  it,  or  any  part 
**  of  it,  from  using  any  other  means  for  the  salvation 
*'  of  men's  souls  than  what  the  author  and  finisher  of 
**  our  faith  has  directed,  that  he  does  no  more  than  his 
duty  for  the  promoting  the  salvation  of  souls.  And 
as  the  means  by  which  men  may  be  brought  into  the 
way  of  salvation.''  Ay,  but  where  do  you  say  that 
pei*secution  is  for  the  salvation  of  souls  ?  I  thought  you 
had  been  arguing  against  my  meaning,  and  against  the 
things  I  say,  and  not  against  my  words  in  your  meaning, 
which  is  not  against  me.  That  I  used  the  word  perse- 
cution for  what  you  call  force  and  penalties,  you  know : 
for  in  p.  21,  that  immediately  precedes  this,  you  take 
notice  of  it,  with  some  little  kind  of  wonder,  in  these 
words,  *'  persecution,  so  it  seems  you  call  all  punish- 
**  ments  for .  religion.'*  That  I  do  so  then,  whether 
properly  or  improperly,  you  coukl  not  be  ignorant ;  and 
then,  I  beseech  you,  apply  your  answer  here  to  what  I 
say :  my  words  are,  **  If  persecution,  as  is  pretended, 
**  were  for  the  salvation  of  men's  souls,  men  that  con- 
**  form  would  be  examined  whether  they  did  so  upon 
**  reason  and  conviction."  Change  my  word  perse- 
cution into  punishment  for  religion,  and  then  consider 
the  truth  or  ingenuity  of  your  answer :  for,  in  that  sense 
of  the  word  persecution,  do  you  know  nobody  that 
pretends  persecution  is  for  the  salvation  of  men's 
souls  ?  So  much  for  your  ingenuity,  and  the  arts  you 
allow  yourself  to  serve  a  good  cause.  What  do  you 
think  of  one  of  my  pagans  or  mahometans  ?  Could  he 
have  done  better  ?  For  I  shall  oflen  have  occasion  to 
mind  you  of  them.  Now  to  your  argument.  J  said. 
That  I  thought  those  who  make  laws,  and  use  force, 
to  bring  men  to  church-conformity  in  religion,  seek 
only  the  compliance,  but  concern  themselves  not  for 
the  conviction  of  those  they  punish,  and  so  never 
**  use  force  to  convince.  For  pray  teU  me^  when  any 
«  dissenter  conforms,  and  enters  into  the  church  com* 
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**  munion^  is  he  ever  examined  to  see  whether  he  does 
^'  it  upon  reason  and  conviction,  and  such  grounds  as 
^  would  become  a  christian  concerned  for  religion  ?  If 
"  pereecution,  as  is  pretended,  were  for  the  salvation 
^  of  men's  souls,  this  would  be  done,  and  men  not 
^  driven  to  take  the  sacrament  to  keep  their  places,  or 
"  obtain  licences  to  sell  ale :  for  so  low  have  these  holy 
*  things  been  prostituted.*'  To  this  you  here  reply, 
"  As  to  those  magistrates,  who  having  provided  suffi- 
•*  ciently  for  the  instruction  of  all  under  their  care,  in ' 
*'  the  true  religion,  do  make  laws,  and  use  moderate 
*•  penalties,  to  bring  men  to  the  communion  of  the 
**  church  of  God,  and  conformity  to  the  rules  and 
"  orders  of  it ;  1  think  their  behaviour  does  plainly 
"  enough  speak  them  to  seek  and  concern  themselves 
"  for  the  conviction  of  those  whom  they  punish,  and 
"  for  their  compliance  only  as  the  fruit  of  their  con- 
**  viction."  If  means  of  instruction  were  all  that  is 
necessary  to  convince  people,  the  providing  sufficiently 
for  instruction  would  be  an  evidence,  that  those  that  did 
so,  did  seek  and  concern  themselves  for  men's  con- 
viction :  but  if  there  be  something  as  necessary  for  con- 
viction as  the  means  of  instruction,  and  without  which 
those  means  will  signify  nothing,  and  that  be  severe  and 
impartial  examination  ;  and  if  force  be,  as  you  say,  so 
necessary  to  make  men  thus  examine,  that  they  can  by 
no  other  way  but  force  be  brought  to  do  it :  if  magi- 
strates do  not  lay  their  penalties  on  non-examination,  as 
well  as  provide  means  of  instruction;  whatever  you  may 
say  you  think,  few  people  will  find  reason  to  believe  you 
think  those  magistrates  seek  and  concern  themselves 
much  for  the  conviction  of  those  they  punish,  when  that 
punishment  is  not  levelled  at  that,  which  is  a  hindrance 
to  their  conviction,  i.  e.  against  their  aversion  to  severe 
and  impartial  examination.  To  that  avei*sion  no  punish- 
ment can  be  pretetided  to  be  a  remedy,  which  does  not 
reach  and  combat  the  aversion ;  which  it  is  plain  no 
punishment  does,  which  may  be  avoided  without  part- 
ing with,  or  abating  the  prevalency  of  that  aversion. 
This  is  the  case,  where  men  undergo  punishments  for 
not  conforming,  which  they  may  be  rid  of,  with- 
VOL.  V,  z 
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out   severely  and   impartially  examining   matters   c^ 
religion. 

To  show  that  what  I  mentioned  was  no  sign  of  un- 
concemednesss  in  the  magistrate  for  men's  conviction  ; 
you  add»  '^  Nor  does  the  contrary  appear  from  the  not 
examining  dissenters  when  they  conform,  to  see 
whether  they  do  it  upon  reason  and  conviction :  for 
where  sufficient  instruction  is  provided,  it  is  ordinarily 
presumable .  that  when  dissenters  conform,  they  do  it 
upon  reason  and  conviction."  Here  if  ordinarily 
signifies  any  thing,  (for  it  is  a  word  you  make  much  use 
of,  whether  to  express  or  cover  your  sense,  let  the  reader 
judge,)  then  you  suppose  there  are  cases  wherein  it  is 
not  presumable ;  and  I  ask  you,  whether  in  those,  or  any 
cases,  it  be  examined  whether  dissenters,  when  they 
conform,  do  it  upon  reason  and  conviction?  At  best 
that  it  is  ordinarily  presumable,  is  but  gratis  dictum ; 
especially  since  you  suppose,  that  it  is  the  corruption  of 
their  nature  that  hinders  them  from  considering  as  they 
ought,  so  as  upon  reason  and  conviction  to  embrace  the 
truth :  which  corruption  of  nature,  that  they  may  re- 
tain with  conformity,  I  think  is  very  presumable.  But 
be  that  as  it  will,  this  I  am  sure  is  ordinarily  and  always 
presumable,  that  if  those  who  use  force  were  as  intent 
upon  men's  conviction,  as  they  are  on  their  conformity, 
they  would  not  wholly  content  themselves  with  the  one, 
without  ever  examining  and  looking  into  the  other. 

Another  excuse  you  make  for  this  neglect,  is,  '^  That 
<<  as  to  irreligious  persons  who  only  seek  their  secular 
advantage,  how  easy  it  is  for  them  to  pretend  con- 
viction, and  to  offer  such  grounds  (if  that  were 
required)  as  would  become  a  christian  concerned  for 
religion ;  that  is  what  no  care  of*  man  can  certainly 
prevent."  This  is  an  admirable  justification  of  your 
hypothesis.  Men  are  to  be  punished :  to  what  end  ? 
To  make  them  severely  and  impartially  consider  matters 
of  religion,  that  they  may  be  convinced,  and  thereupon 
sincerelv  embrace  the  truth.  But  what  need  of  force 
or  punishment  for  this  ?  Because  their  lusts  and  corrup- 
tion will  otherwise  keep  them  both  from  considering  as 
they  ought,  and  embracing  the  true  religion ;  and  there- 
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fore  they  must  lie  under  penalties  till  they  have  con- 
sidered as  they  ought,  which  is  when  they  have  upon 
conviction  embraced  But  how  shall  the  magistrate 
know  when  they  upon  conviction  embrace,  that  he  may 
then  take  off  their  penalties  ?  That  indeed  cannot  be 
known,  and  ought  not  to  be  inquired  after,  tecause 
irreligious  persons  who  only  seek  their  secular  advantage; 
or,  in  other  words,  all  those  who  desire  at  their  ease  to 
retain  their  beloved  lusts  and  corruption  ;  may  *^  easily 
*'  pretend  conviction,  and  offer  such  grounds  (if  it 
^  were  required)  as  would  become  a  christian  concerned 
*^  for  religion :  this  is  what  no  care  of  man  can  cer- 
"  tainly  prevent.''  Which  is  reason  enough,  why  no 
busy  forwardness  in  man  to  disease  his  brother,  should 
use  force  upon  pretence  of  prevailing  against  men's 
corruptions,  that  hinder  their  considering  and  embrac- 
ing the  truth  upon  conviction^  when  it  is  confessed,  it 
cannot  be  known,  whether  they  have  considered,  are 
convinced,  or  have  really  embraced  the  true  religion  or 
no.  And  thus  you  have  shown  us  your  admirable  re- 
medy, which  is  not  it  seems  for  the  irreligious,  (for  it  is 
easy,  you  say,  for  them  to  pretend  to  conviction,  and  so 
avoid  punishment,)  but  for  those  who  would  be  religious 
without  it. 

But  here,  in  this  case,  as  to  the  intention  of  the 
magistrate,  how  can  it  be  said,  that  the  force  he  uses  is 
designed,  by  subduing  men's  corruptions,  to  make  way 
for  considering  and  embracing  the  truth  ;  when  it  is  so 
applied,  that  it  is  confessed  here,  that  a  man  may  get 
rid  of  the  penalties  without,  parting  with  the  corrup- 
tions they  are  pretended  to  be  used  against  ?  But  you 
have  a  ready  answer,  "  This  is  what  no  care  of  man 
"  can  certainly  prevent ;  **  which  is  but  in  other  words 
to  proclaim  the  ridiculousness  of  your  use  of  force,  and 
to  avow  that  your  method  can  do  nothing.  If  by  not 
certainly  you  mean,  it  may  any  way  or  to  any  degree 
prevent ;  why  is  it  not  so  done  ?  If  not,  why  is  a  word 
that  signifies  nothing  put  in,  unless  it  be  for  a  shelter 
on  occasion  ?  a  benefit  you  know  how  to  draw  from  this 
way  of  writing :  but  this  here,  taken  how  you  please, 
will  only  serve  to  lay  blame  on   the   magistrate,   or 
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your  hypothesis,  choose  you  whether.  I  for  my  part 
have  a  better  opinion  of  the  ability  and  management  of 
the  magistrate :  what  he  aimed  at  in  his  laws,  that  I 
believe  he  mentions  in  them  ;  and,  as  wise  men  do  in 
business,  spoke  out  plainly  what  he  had  a  mind  should 
be  done.  But  certainly  there  cannot  a  more  ridiculous 
character  be  put  on  law-makers,  than  to  tell  the  world 
they  intended  to  make  men  consider,  examine,  &c.  but 
yet  neither  required  nor  named  any  thing  in  their  laws 
but  conformity.  Though  yet  when  men  are  certainly  to 
be  punished  for  not  really  embracing  the  true  religion, 
there  ought  to  be  certain  matters  of  ftict,  whereby  those 
that  do  and  those  that  do  not  so  embrace  the  truth, 
should  be  distinguished ;  and  for  that  you  have,  it  is 
true,  a  clear  and  established  criterion,  i,  e.  conformity 
and  non-conformity :  which  do  very  certainly  distin- 
guish the  innocent  from  the  guilty;  those  that  really 
and  sincerely  do  embrace  the  truth  that  must  save  them 
from  those  that  do  not. 

But.  sir,  to  resolve  the  question,  whether  the  con- 
viction of  men's  understandings,  and  the  salvation  of 
their  souls,  be  the  business  and  aim  of  those  who  use 
force  to  bring  men  into  the  profession  of  the  national 
religion  ;  I  ask,  whether  if  that  were  so,  there  could  be 
so  many  as  there  are,  not  only  in  most  country  parishes, 
but,  I  think  I  may  say,  may  be  found  in  all  parts  of 
England,  grossly  ignorant  in  the  doctrines  and  principles 
of  the  christian  religion,  if  a  strict  inquiry  were  made 
into  it  ?  If  force  be  necessary  to  be  used  to  bring  men  to 
salvation,  certainly  some  part  of  it  would  find  out  some 
of  the  ignorant  and  unconsidering  that  are  in  the  na- 
tional church,  as  well  as  it  does  so  diligently  all  the 
nonconformists  out  of  it,  whether  they  have  considered, 
or  are  knowing  or  no.  But  to  this  you  give  a  very 
ready  answer :  "  Would  you  have  the  magistrate  punish 
•*  all  indifferently,  those  who  obey  the  law  as  well  as 
**  them  that  do  not  ?  "  What  is  the  obedience  the  law 
requires  ?  That  you  tell  us  in  these  words,  "  If  the 
magistrate  provides  sufficiently  for  the  instruction  of 
all  his  subjects  in  the  true  religion,  and  then  requires 
•*  them  all  under  convenient  penalties' to  hearken  to 


4  Third  Letter  for  Toleration.  841 

**  the  teachers  and  ministers  of  it,  and  to  profess  and 
**  exercise  it  with  one  accord  under  their  direction  in 
^*  public  assemblies :"  which  in  other  words  is  but  con-* 
fortuity ;  which  here  you  express  a  little  plainer  in  these 
words :  ^^  But  as  to  those  magistrates  who,  having  pro- 
**  vided  sufficiently  for  the  instruction  of  all  under  their 
^  care  in  the  true  religion,  do  make  laws,  and  use  mo* 
"  derate  penalties  to  bring  men  to  the  communion  of 
**  the  church  of  God,  and  to  conform  to  the  rules  and 
"  orders  of  it."  You  add,  "  Is  there  any  pretence  to 
''  say  that  in  so  doing,  he  [the  magistrate]  applies  force 
'*  only  to  a  part  of  his  subjects,  when  the  law  is  general, 
^*  and  excepts  none  ?"  There  is  no  pretence,  I  confess, 
to  say  that  in  so  doing  he  applies  force  only  to  a  part  of 
his  subjects,  to  make  them  conformists ;  from  that  it  is 
plain  the  law  excepts  none.  But  if  conformists  may  be 
ignorant,  grossly  ignorant  of  the  principles  and  doctrines 
of  Christianity ;  if  there  be  no  penalties  used  to  make 
them  consider  as  they  ought,  so  as  to  understand,  be 
convinced  of,  believe  and  obey  the  truths  of  the  gospel ; 
are  not  they  exempt  from  that  force  which  you  say 
*'  is  to  make  men  consider  and  examine  matters  of  reli* 
''  gion  as  they  ought  to  do  ?"  Force  is  applied  to  all 
indeed  to  make  them  conformists;  but  if  being  con- 
formists once,  and  frequenting  the  places  of  public 
woi*ship,  and  there  showing  an  outward  compliance 
with  the  ceremonies  prescribed ;  (for  that  is  all  the  law 
requires  of  all,  call  it  how  you  please ;)  they  are  exempt 
from  all  force  and  penalties,  though  they  are  ever  so 
ignorant,  ever  so  far  from  understanding,  believing, 
receiving  the  truth  of  the  gospel ;  I  think  it  is  evident 
that  then  force  is  not  applied  to  all  '*  to  procure  the 
"  conviction  of  the  understanding.— To  bring  men  to 
^^  consider  those  reasons  and  arguments  which  are  proper 
"  to  convince  the  mind,  and  which  without  being 
"  forced  they  "would  not  consider. — To  bring  men  to 
*'  that  consideration,  which  nothing  else  but  force  (be- 
*^  sides  the  extraordinary  grace  of  God)  would  bring 
«  them  to.— To  make  men  good  christians.— To  make 
"  men  receive  instruction. — To  cure  their  aversion  to 
•*  the  true  religion, — To  bring  men  to  consider  an4 
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**  examine  the  controversies  which  they  are  bound  to 
**  consider  and  examine,  i.  e.  those  wherein  they  can- 
**  not  err  without  dishonouring  God,  and  endangering 
"  their  own  and  other  men*s  eternal  salvation. — ^To 
**  weigh  matters  of  reh'gion  carefully  and  impartially.— 
"  To  bring  men  to  the  true  religion  and  to  salvation/' 
—That  then  force  is  not  applied  to  all  the  subjects  for 
these  ends,  I  think  you  will  not  deny.  These  are  the 
ends  for  which  yon  tell  us  in  the  places  quoted,  that 
force  is  to  be  used  in  matters  of  religion :  it  is  by  its 
usefulness  and  necessity  to  these  ends,  that  you  tell  us 
the  magistrate  is  authorized  and  obliged  to  use  force  in 
matters  of  religion.  Now  if  all  these  ends  be  not  at- 
tained by  a  bare  conformity,  and  yet  if  by  a  bare  con- 
formity men  are  wholly  exempt  from  all  force  and  pe- 
nalties in  matters  of  religion ;  will  you  say  that  for 
these  ends  force  is  applied  to  all  the  magistrate's  sub- 
jects ?  If  you  will,  I  must  send  you  to  my  pagans  and 
mahometans  for  a  little  conscience  and  modesty.  If  you 
confess  force  is  not  applied  to  all  for  these  ends,  not- 
withstanding any  laws  obliging  all  to  conformity  ;  you 
must  also  confess,  that  what  you  say  concerning  the  laws 
being  general,  is  nothing  to  the  purpose ;  since  all  that 
are  under  penalties  for  not  conforming,  are  not  under 
any  penalties  for  ignorance,  irreligion,  or  the  want  of 
those  ends  for  which  you  say  penalties  are  useful  and 
necessary. 

You  go  on,  *'  And  therefore  if  such  persons  profane 
**  the  sacrament  to  keep  their  places,  or  to  obtain  li- 
**  cences  to  sell  ale,  this  is  an  hon*ible  wickedness." 
I  excuse  them  not.  **  But  it  is  their  own,  and  they 
"  alone  must  answer  for  it.*'  Yes,  and  those  who  threat- 
ened poor  ignorant  and  irreligious  ale-sellers,  whose 
livelihood  it  was,  to  take  away  their  licences,  if  they 
did  not  conform  and  receive  the  sacrament ;  may  be 
thought  perhaps  to  have  something  to  answer  for.  You 
add,  **  But  it  is  very  unjust  to  impute  it  to  those  who 
make  such  laws,  and  use  such  force,  or  to  say  that 
they  prostitute  holy  things,  and  drive  men  to  pro- 
"  fane  them.**  Nor  is  it  just  to  insinuate  in  your  an- 
swer, as  if  that  had  been  said  which  was  not.     But  if 
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it  be  true,  that  a  poor  ignorant^  loose,  irreligious  wretch 
should  be  threatened  to  be  turned  out  of  his  calling  and 
livelihood,  if  he  would  not  take  the  sacrament :  may  it 
not  be  said  these  holy  things  have  been  so  low  prosti- 
tuted ?  And  if  this  be  not  profaning  them,  pray  tell  me 
what  is  ? 

This  I  think  may  be  said  without  injustice  to  any 
body,  that  it  does  not  appear,  that  those  who  make 
strict  laws  for  conformity,  and  take  no  care  to  have  it 
examined  upon  what  grounds  men  conform ;  are  not 
very  much  concerned,  that  men's  understandings  should 
be  convinced  :  and  though  you  go  on  to  say,  that  **  they 
**  design  by  their  laws  to  do  what  lies  in  them  to  make 
**  men  good  christians:"  that  will  scarce  be  believed, 
if  what  you  say  be  true,  that  force  is  necessary  to  bring 
**  those  who  cannot  be  otherwise  brought  to  it,  to  study 
**  the  true  religion,  with  such  care  and  diligence  as 
**  they  might  and  ought  to  use,  and  with  an  honest 
"  mind.**  And  yet  we  see  a  great  part,  or  any  of  those 
who  are  ignorant  in  the  true  religion,  have  no  such  force 
applied  to  them ;  especially  since  you  tell  us,  in  the  same 
place,  that  **  no  man  ever  studied  the  true  religion  with 
**  such  care  and  diligence  as  he  might  and  ought  to  use 
**  and  with  an  honest  mind,  but  he  was  convinced  of 
**  the  truth  of  it/'  If  then  force  and  penalties  can 
produce  that  study,  care,  diligence,  and  honest  mind, 
which  will  produce  knowledge  and  conviction ;  and  that 
{as  you  say  in  the  following  words)  make  good  men  ;  I 
ask  you,  if  there  be  found  in  the  communion  of  the 
church,  exentpt  from  force  upon  the  account  of  reli- 
gion, ignorant,  irreligious,  ill  men;  and  that  to  speak 
moderately,  not  in  great  disproportion  fewer  than 
amongst  the  nonconformists ;  will  you  believe  yourself, 
when  you  say  **  the  magistrates  do  by  their  laws  all  that 
**  in  them  lies  to  make  them  goi)d  christians ; "  when 
they  use  not  that  force  to  them  which  you,  not  I,  say  is 
necessary :  and  that  they  are,  where  it  is  necessary, 
obliged  to  use  ?  And  therefore  I  give  you  leave  to  repeat 
again  the  words  you  subjoin  here,  *^  But  if  after  all  they 
**  (i.  e.  the  magistrates)  can  do,  wicked  and  godless  men 
**  will  still  resqlve  tq  be  so;  they  will  be  so,  and  1 


844 


A  Third  Letter  for  Toleration. 


**  know  not  who  but  God  Almighty  can  hdp  it'*  But 
this  being  spoken  of  conformists,  on  whom  the  magis* 
trates  lay  no  penalties,  use  no  force  for  religion,  give  me 
leave  to  mind  you  of  the  ingenuity  of  one  of  my  pagans 
or  roahometans. 

You  tell  us,  That  the  usefulness  of  force  to  make 
scholars  learn,  authorizes  schoolmasters  to  use  it.  And 
would  you  not  think  a  schoolmaster  discharged  his  duty 
well,  and  had  a  great  care  of  their  learning,  who  used 
his  rod  only  to  bring  boys  to  school ;  but  if  they  come 
there  once  a  week,  whether  they  slept  or  only  minded 
their  play,  never  examined  what  proficiency  they  made, 
or  used  the  rod  to  make  them  study  and  learn,  though 
they  would  not  apply  themselves  without  it  ? 

But  to  show  you  how  mudi  you  yourself  are  in  earnest 
for  the  salvation  of  souls  in  this  your  method,  I  shall  set 
down  what  I  said,  p.  396,  of  my  letter  on  that  subject, 
and  what  you  answer,  p.  68,  of  yours. 
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L,  II.  p.  129.  "  You  speak  of 
it  here  as  the  most  deplorable 
condition  imaginable,  that  men 
should  be  left;  to  themselves,  and 
not  be  forced  to  consider  and 
examine  the  grounds  of  their 
religion,  and  search  impartially 
and  diligently  after  the  truth. 
This  you  make  the  great  mis- 
carriage of  mankind ;  and  for 
this  you  seem  solicitous,  all 
through  your  treatise,  to  find 
out  a  remedy;  andthereisscarce 
a  leaf  wherein  you  do  not  offer 
yours.  But  what  if  after  all, 
now  you  should  be  found  to  pre- 
varicate ?  Men  have  contrived 
to  themselves,  say  you,  a  great 
variety  of  religions.  It  is  grant- 
ed. They  seek  not  the  truth  in 
this  matter  with  that  applica- 
tion  of  mind,  and  freedom  of 


L.  III.  p.  68.  Your 
next  paragraph  runs 
high,  and  charges 
me  with  nothing  less 
than  prevarication. 
For  whereas,  as  you 
tell  me,  I  speak  of 
it  here  as  the  most 
deplorable  conditi- 
on imaginable,  that 
men  should  be  left 
to  themselves,  and 
not  be  forced  to  con- 
sider and  examine 
the  grounds  of  their 
religion,  and  search 
impartially  and  di- 
ligently after  the 
truth,  &c.  It  seems 
all  the  remedy  I  of- 
fer, is  no  more  than 
this,      **  Dissenters 
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judgment  which  is  requisite ;  it 
is  confessed.  All  the  false  reli* 
^ons  now  on  foot  in  the  world, 
have  taken  their  rise  from  the 
slight  and  partial  consideration, 
which  men  ha  vecontented  them- 
selves with  in  searching  after  the 
true ;  and  men  take  them  up, 
and  persist  in  them  for  want  of 
due  examination  :beit  so.  There 
is  need  of  a  remedy  for  this ; 
and  I  have  found  one  whose  suc- 
cess cannot  be  questioned :  very 
well.  What  is  it  ?  Let  us  hear 
it.  Why,  dissenters  must  be 
punished.  Can  any  body  that 
hears  you  say  so,  believe  you  in 
earnest ;  and  that  want  of  exa* 
mination  is  the  thing  you  would 
have  amended,  when  want  of 
examination  is  not  the  thing  you 
would  have  punished  ?  If  want 
of  examination  be  the  fault,  want 
of  examination  must  be  punish- 
ed ;  if  you  are^  as  you  pretend^ 
fully  satisfied  that  punishment 
is  the  proper  and  only  means  to 
remedy  it.  But  if  in  all  your 
treatise  you  can  show  me  one 
place  where  you  say  that  the  ig- 
norant, the  cardess,  the  incon- 
siderate, the  negligent  in  exa- 
mining thoroughly  the  truth  of 
their  own  and  others'  religion, 
&c.  are  to  be  punished,  I  will 
allow  your  remedy  for  a  good 
one.  But  you  have  not  said  any 
thing  like  this;  and  whidi  is 
more,  I  tell  you  before-hand, 
you  dare  not  say  it.  And  whilst 
you  do  noty  the  world  has  rea- 


^  must  be  punish^ 
«  ed/'  Upon  which 
thus  you  insult : 
*'  Can  anybody  that 
**  hears  you  say 
**  so,  believe  you 
**  in  earnest,**  &c. 
Now  here  I  acknow*' 
ledge,  that  though 
want  or  neglect  of 
examination  be  a 
general  fault,  yet 
the  method  I  pro^ 
pose  for  curing  it, 
does  not  reach  to 
all  that  are  guilty  of 
it,  but  is  limited  to 
those  who  reject  the  -, 
true  religion,  pro- 
posed to  them  with 
sufficient  evidence. 
But  then  to  let  you 
see  how  little  ground 
you  have  to  say  that 
I  prevaricate  in  this 
matter,  I  shall  only 
desire  you  to  consi- 
der, what  it  is  that 
the  author  and  my- 
self were  inquiring 
after:  for  it  is  not, 
what  course  is  to  be 
taken  to  confirm  and 
establish  those  in  the 
truth,  who  have  al- 
ready embraced  it; 
nor,  how  they  may 
be  enabled  to  pro* 
pagate  it  to  others ; 
(for  both  which  pur- 
poses I  have  already 
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*<  of  examination  be  a  general 
**  fault,  which  you  with  great  ve- 
**  hemency  have  exaggerated ;  yet 
••  you  use  it  only  for  a  pretence  to 
*'  punish  dissenters;  and  either 
**  distrust  your  remedy,  that  it 
<*  will  not  cure  this  evil,  or  else 
**  care  not  to  have  it  generally 
**  cured.  This  evidently  appears, 
from  your  whole  management 
of  the  argument.  And  he  that 
reads  your  treatise  with  atten« 
*^  tion,  will  be  more  confirmed 
in  this  opinion,  when  he  shall 
find  that  you,  who  areso  earnest 
to  have  men  punished,  to  bring 
<*  them  to  consider  and  examine, 
•*  that  so  they  may  discover  the 
way  of  salvation,  have  not  said 
oneword  of  considering,  search- 
ing, and  hearkening  tothescrip- 
ture  :  which  had  been  as  good 
**  a  rule  for  a  christian  to  have 
*'  sent  them  to,  as  to  reasons  and 
^  arguments  proper  to  convince 
*^  them  of  you  know  not  what ;  as 
to  the  instruction  and  govern- 
ment of  the  proper  ministers  of 
religion,  which  who  they  are, 
men  are  yet  far  from  being 
agreed ;  or  as  to  the  information 
**  of  those,  who  tell  them  they 
**  have  mistaken  their  way,  and 
*<  offer  to  show  them  the  right ; 
''  and  to  the  like  uncertain  and 
'<  dangerous  guides ;  which  were 
''  not  those  that  our  Saviour  and 
the  apostles  sent  men  to,  but  to 
the  scriptures :  Search  the  scrip- 
*\  tures,  for  in  them  you  think  you 
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Tj  useful,  and  a  thing 
much  to  be  desired, 
that  all  such  persons 
should  as  far  as  they 
are  able,  search  into 
the  grounds  upon 
which  their  religion 
stands,  and  chal- 
lenges their  belief:) 
but  the  subject  of 
our  inquiry  is  only, 
what  method  is  to 
be  used,  to  bring 
men  to  the  true  re- 
ligion. Now  if  this 
be  the  only  thing  we 
were  enquiring  af- 
ter, (as  you  cannot 
deny  it  to  be,)  then 
every  one  sees  that 
in  speaking  to  this 
point,  I  had  nothing 
to  do  with  any  who 
have  already  em* 
braced  the  true  reli- 
gion ;  because  they 
are  not  to  be  brought 
to  that  religion,  but 
only  to  be  confiim- 
ed  and  edified  in  it; 
but  was  only  to  con- 
sider how  those  who 
reject  it»  may  be 
brought  to  embrace 
it.  So  that  how 
much  soever  any  of 
those  who  own  the 
true  religion,  may 
be  guilty  of  neglect 
of  examination :   it 
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have  eternal  life,  says  our  Savi- 
our to  the  unbelieving  perse* 
cuting  Jews,  John,  v.  39.  And 
it  is  the  scriptures  which,  St. 
Paulsays,  are  able  to  make  wise 
unto  salvation,  2  Tim.  iii.  15. 
•*  Talk  no  more  therefore,  if 
you  have  any  care  of  your  re- 
putation, how  much  it  is  every 
man*s  interest  not  to  be  left  to 
himself,  without  molestation, 
without  punishment  in  matters 
of  religion.  Talk  not  of  bring- 
ing men  to  embrace  the  truth 
that  must  save  them,  by  putting 
them  upon  examination.  Talk 
no  more  of  force  and  punish- 
ment, as  the  only  way  leil  to 
bring  men  to  examine.  It  is 
evident  you  mean  nothing  less: 
for  though  want  of  examination 
be  the  only  fault  you  complain 
of,  and  punishment  be  in  your 
opinion  the  only  way  to  bring 
men  to  it ;  and  this  the  whole 
design  of  your  book ;  yet  you 
have  not  once  proposed  in  it, 
that  those  who  do  not  imparti- 
ally examine,  should  be  forced 
to  it.  And  that  you  may  not 
think  I  talk  at  random,  when  I 
say  you  dare  not ;  I  will,  if  you 
please,  give  you  some  reasons 
for  my  saying  so. 
"  First,  Because  if  you  propose 
that  all  should  bepunished,  who 
are  ignorant,  who  have  not  used 
such  consideration  as  is  apt  and 
proper  to  manifest  the  truth; 
but  have  been  determined  in 
the  choice  of  their  religion  by 


is  evident,  I  was  on- 
ly concerned  to  show 
how  it  may  be  cured 
in  those  who,  by 
reason  of  it,  reject 
the  true  religion, 
duly  proposed  or 
tendered  to  them. 
And  certainly  to 
confine  myself  to 
this,  is  not  to  pre- 
varicate, unless  to 
keep  within  the 
bounds  which  the 
question  under  de- 
hate  prescribes  me, 
be  to  prevaricate. 

In  telling  me 
therefore  that  •*  I 
dare  not  say  that 
the  ignorant,  the 
"  careless,  the  in- 
"  considerate,  the 
negligent  ia  exa- 
mining, &c.  (i.  e. 
all  that  are  such) 
are  to  lie  punish- 
ed," you  only  teil 
me  that  I  dare  not  be 
impertinent.  And 
therefore  I  hope  you 
will  excuse  me,  if  I 
take  no  notice  of 
the  three  reasons 
you  offer  in  your 
next  page  for  your 
saying  so.  And  yet 
if  I  had  a  mind  to 
talk  impertinently, 
I  know  not  why  I 
might      not     have 


c< 


ti 


u 


«« 


ti 


« 


<« 


348  A  Third  Letter  for  Toleration. 

impressions  of  education,  admi-    dared  to  do 


a 


ration  of  persons,  worldly  re- 
spects, prejudices,  and  the  like 
incompetent  motives;  and  have 
taken  up  their  religion,  without 
examining  it  as  they  ought; 
you  will  propose  to  have  seve* 
ral  of  your  own  church,  be  it 
what  it  will,  punished ;  which 
would  be  a  proposition  too  apt 
to  offend  too  many  of  it,  for 
you  to  venture  on.  For  what- 
ever need  there  be  of  reforma- 
tion, every  one  will  not  thank 
you  for  proposing  such  an  one 
as  must  begin  at,  or  atleast  reach 
to,  the  house  of  God. 
**  Secondly,  Because  if  you 
should  propose  that  all  those 
who  are  ignorant,  careless,  and 
negligent  in  examining,  should 
be  punished,  you  would  have 
little  to  say  in  this  question  of 
toleration:  for  if  the  laws  of  the 
state  were  made  as  they  ought 
to  be,  equal  to  all  the  subjects, 
without  distinction  of  men  of 
different  professions  in  religion; 
and  the  faults  to  be  amended 
by  punishments,  were  impar- 
tially punished  in  all  who  are 
guilty  of  them ;  this  would  im- 
mediately produce  a  perfect  to- 
**  leration,  orshowtheuselessness 
of  force  in  matters  of  religion. 
If  therefore  vou  think  it  so  ne- 
cessary,  as  you  say,  for  the  pro- 
moting of  true  religion,  and  the 
salvation  of  souls,  that  men 
should  be  punished  to  make 
them  examine,  do  but  find  a 
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80,  as 
well  as  other  men. 

There  is  one 
thing  more  in  this 
paragraph,  which 
though  nothing 

more  pertinent  than 
the  rest,  I  shall  not 
wholly  pass  over.  It 
lies  in  these  words : 
'*  He  that  reads  your 
*^  treatise  with  at-' 
**  tention,  will  be 
**  rtiote  confirmed  in 
**  this  opinion,"  (viz. 
That  I  use  want  of 
examination  only  for 
a  pretence  to  pu- 
nish dissenters,  &c.) 
'^  when  he  shdl  find 
''  that  you,  who  are 
*^  so  earnest  to  have 
**  men  punished,  to 
**  bring  them  to 
*^  consider  and  exa* 
*'  mine,  that  so  they 
may  discover  (he 
way  of  salvation, 
"  have  not  said  one 
<<  word  of  consider- 
ing,  searching,  and 
hearkening  to  the 
scripture ;  which 
had  been  as  good 
'^  a  rule  for  a  chris- 
tian to  have  sent 
them  to,  as  to  rea- 
^'  sons  and  argu* 
**  ments  proper  to 
**  convince  them  of 
*'  you     know     not 
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way  to  apply  force  to  all  that    "  what,  fee.**  How 


have  not  thoroughly  and  impar- 
tially  examined,  and  you  have 
my  consent.  For  though  force 
be  not  the  proper  means  of  pro- 
moting religion;  yet  there  is 
no  better  way  to  show  the  use^ 
fulness  of  it,  than  the  applying 
it  equally  to  miscarriages^  in 
whomsoever  found,  and  not  to 
distinct  parties  or  persuasions 
of  men  for  the  reformation  of 
them  alone,  when  others  are 
equally  faulty. 

"  Thirdly,  Because  without  be- 
ing for  as  large  a  toleration  as 
the  author  proposes,  you  can- 
not be  truly  and  sincerely  for  a 
free  and  impartial  examination. 
For  whoever  examines,  must 
have  the  liberty  to  judge,  and 
follow  his  judgment;  or  else 
you  put  him  upon  examina- 
tion to  no  purpose.  And  whe- 
ther that  will  not  as  well  lead 
men  from  as  to  your  church, 
is  so  much  a  venture,  that  by 
your  way  of  writing,  it  is  evi- 
dent enough  you  are  loth  to  ha- 
zard it ;  and  if  you  are  of  the 
national  church,  it  is  plain  your 
brethren  will  not  bear  with  you 
in  the  allowance  of  such  a  li- 
berty. You  must  therefore  ei- 
ther change  your  method ;  and 
if  the  want  of  examination  be 
that  great  and  dangerous  fault 
you  would  have  cori-ected,  you 
nuist  equally  punish  all  that  are 
equally  guilty  of  any  neglect  in 
this  matter;  and  then  take  your 
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this  confirms  that 
opinion,  I  do  not 
see;  nor  have  you 
thought  fit  to  in- 
struct me.  But  as  to 
the  thing  itself,  viz. 
my  not  saying  on^ 
word  of  consider- 
ing, searching  and 
hearkening  to  the 
scripture  ;**  what- 
ever advantage  a 
captious  adversary 
may  imagine  he  has 
in  it,  I  hope  it  will 
not  seem  strange  to 
any  indifferent  and 
judicious  person, 
who  shall  but  con- 
sider that  through- 
out my  treatise  I 
speak  of  the  true  re^ 
ligton  only  in  gene* 
ral,  i.  e.  not  as  li- 
mited to  any  parti- 
cular dispensation*, 
or  to  the  times  of 
the  scriptures ;  but 
as  reaching  from  the 
fall  of  Adam  to  the 
end  of  the  worlds 
and  so  comprehend- 
ing the  times  which 
preceded  the  scrip* 
tures ;  wherein  yet 
God  left  not  himself 
without  witness,  but 
furnished  mankind 
with  sufficient  means 
of  knowing  him  and 
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^*  only  means^  your  beloved  force,  his  will,  in  order  to 
<<  and  make  the  best  of  it ;  or  else  their  eternal  salva- 
'<  you  must  put  off  your  mask,  .  tion.  For  I  appeal 
*'  and  confess  that  you  design  not  to  all  men  of  art, 
**  your  punishments  to  bring  men  ,  whether,  speaking 
**  to  examination,  but  to  confor-  of  the  true  religion 
*^  mity.  For  the  fallacy  you  have  under  this  generali- 
*'  used,  is  too  gross  to  pass  upon  ty^  I  could  he  al- 
*'  this  age/'  lowed  to  descend  to 

any  such  rules  of  it, 
as  belong  only  to  some  particular  times,  or  dispensa- 
tions; such  as  you  cannot  but  acknowledge  the  Old 
and  New  Testaments  to  be. 

In  this  your  answer,  you  say,  **  the  subject  of  our  in- 
^'  quiry  is  only  what  method  is  to  be  used  to  bring  men 
**  to  the  true  religion."  He  that  reads  what  you  say, 
again  and  again,  ^^That  the  magistrate  is  impowered 
*^  and  obliged  to  procure  as  much  as  in  him  lies,  i.  e. 
'*  as  far  as  by  penalties  it  can  be  procured,  that  KO 
**  MAN  neglect  his  soul,"  and  shall  remember  how  many 
pages  you  employ,  A.  p.  6,  &c.  And  here,  p.  6,  &c.  to 
show  that  it  is  the  corruption  of  human  nature  which 
hinders  men  from  doing  what  they  may  and  ought  for 
the  salvation  of  their  souls ;  and  that  therefore  penal- 
ties, no  other  means  being  left^  and  force  were  neces- 
sary to  be  used  by  the  magistrate  to  remove  these  great 
obstacles  of  lusts  and  corruptions,  that  **  none  of  his 
**  subjects  might  remain  ignorant  of  the  way  of  salva- 
*^  tion,  or  revise  to  embrace  it.''  One  would  think 
your  inquiry  had  been  after  the  means  of  curing 
MEN*8  aversion  to  the  true  religion,  (which,''  you  tell 
us,  p.  53,  **i(  not  cured,  is  certainly  destructive  of 
**  men*s  eternal  salvation,")  that  so  they  might  heartily 
embrace  it  for  their  salvation.  But  here  you  tell  us, 
your  inquiry  is  only  what  method  is  to  be  used  to 
bring  men  to  the  true  religion :"  whereby,  you  evi- 
dently mean  nothing  but  outward  conformity  to  that 
which  you  think  the  true  church,  as  appears  by  the  next 
following  words :  **  Now  if  this  be  the  only  thing  we 
^  were  inquiring  after,  then  every  one  sees  that  in  speak- 
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**  ing  to  this  point  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  any  who 
**  have  already  embraced  the  true  religion/'  And  also 
every  one  sees  that  since  amongst  those  with  whom 
(having  already  embraced  the  true  religion)  you  and 
your  penalties  having  nothing  to  do ;  there  are  those 
who  have  not  considered  and  examined  matters  of  reli- 
gion as  they  oughtt  whose  lusts  and  corrupt  natures 
keep  them  as  far  alienated  from  believing,  and  as  averse 
to  a  real  obeying  the  truth  that  must  save  them,  a»  any 
other  men :  it  is  manifest  that  embracing  the  true  reli- 
gion in  your  sense  is  only  embracing  the  outward  pro- 
fession of  it,  which  is  nothing  but  outward  conformity. 
And  that  being  the  farthest  you  would  have  your  penid- 
ties  pursue  men,  and  there  leave  them  with  as  much  of 
their  ignorance  of  the  truth,  and  carelessness  of  their 
souls,  as  they  please :  who  can  deny  but  that  it  would 
be  impertinent  in  you  to  consider  how  want  of  impaN 
tial  examination,  or  aversion  to  the  true  religion,  should 
in  them  be  cured  ?  Because  they  are  none  of  those  sub« 
jects  of  the  commonwealth,  whose  spiritual  and  eternal 
interests  are  by  political  government  to  be  procured  or 
advanced ;  none  of  those  subjects  whose  salvation  the 
magistrate  is  to  take  care  of. 

And  therefore  I  excuse  you,  as  you  desire,  for  not 
taking  notice  of  my  three  reasons;  but  whether  the 
reader  will  do  so  or  no,  is  more  than  I  can  undertake. 
I  hope  you  too  will  excuse  me  for  having  used  so  harsh 
a  word  as  prevaricate,  and  impute  it  to  my  want  of  skill 
in  the  English  tongue.  But  when  I  find  a  man  pretend 
to  a  great  concern  for  the  salvation  of  men's  souls,  and 
make  it  one  of  the  great  ends  of  civil  government,  that 
the  magistrate  should  make  use  of  force  to  bring  all  his 
subjects  to  consider,  study,  and  examine,  believe  and 
embrace  the  truth  that  must  save  them ;  when  I  shall 
have  to  do  with  a  man,  who  to  this  purpose  hath  writ 
two  books  to  find  out  and  defend  the  proper  remedies 
for  that  general  backwardness  and  aversion,  which  de- 
praved human  nature  keeps  men  in,  to  an  impartial 
search  after,  and  hearty  embracing  the  true  religion ; 
and  who  talks,  of  nothing  less  than  obligations  on  sove- 
i^igns,  both  from  their  particular  duty,  as  well  as  from 
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common  charity,  to  take  care  that  none  of  their  sub- 
jects  should  want  the  assistance  of  this  only  means  left 
for  their  salvation ;  nay,  who  has  made  it  so  necessary 
to  men's  salvation,  that  he  talks  as  if  the  wisdom  and 
goodness  of  GU>d  would  be  brought  in  question,  if  those 
who  needed  it  should  be  destitute  of  it ;  and  yet,  not* 
withstanding  all  this  show  of  concern  for  men's  salvation, 
contrives  the  application  of  this  sole  remedy  so,  that  a 
great  many  who  lie  under  the  disease,  should  be  out 
of  the  reach  and  benefit  of  his  cure,  and  never  have  this 
only  remedy  applied  to  them :  when  this  I  say  is  so 
manifestly  in  his  thoughts  all  the  while,  that  he  is  forced 
to  confess  *'  that,  though  want  or  neglect  of  examina* 
*^  tion  be  a  general  fault,  yet  the  method  he  proposes 
'*  for  curing  it  does  not  reach  to  all  that  are  guilty  of 
^  it ;"  but  frankly  owns,  that  he  was  not  concerned  to 
show  how  the  neglect  of  examination  might  be  cured  in 
those  who  conform,  but  only  in  those  who  by  reason  of 
it  reject  the  true  religion  duly  proposed  to  them:  which 
rejecting  the  true  religion  will  require  a  man  of  art  to 
show  to  be  here  any  thing  but  nonconformity  to  the 
national  religion  :  when,  I  say,  I  meet  with  a  man  an*« 
other  time  that  does  this,  who  is  so  much  a  man  of  art, 
as  to  talk  of  all,  and  mean  but  some ;  talk  of  hearty 
embracing  the  true  religion,  and  mean  nothing  but  con- 
formity to  the  national ;  pretend  one  thing,  and  mean 
another ;  if  you  please  to  tell  me  what  name  I  shall  give 
it,  I  shall  not  fail :  for  who  knows  how  soon  again  I 
may  have  an  occasion  for  it  ? 

If  I  would  punish  men  for '  nonconformity  without 
owning  of  it,  I  could  not  use  a  better  pretence  than  to 
say  it  was  to  make  them  hearken  to  reasons  and  argu* 
ments  proper  to  convince  them,  or  to  make  them  sub- 
mit to  the  instruction  and  government  of  the  proper 
ministers  of  religion,  without  any  thing  else ;  supposing 
still  at  the  bottom  the  arguments  for,  and  the  ministers 
of  my  religion  to  be  these,  that  till  they  outwardly  com- 
plied with,  they  were  to  be  punished.  But  if,  instead 
of  outward  conformity  to  my  religion  covered  under 
these  indefinite  terms,  I  should  tell  them,  they  were  to 
examine  the  scripture,  which  was  the  fixed  ride  for 
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tkem  and  ine ;  not  examiniog  could  not  give  me  a  pre- 
tence to  punish  them,  unless  I  would  also  punish  con« 
formists,  as  ignorant  and  unversed  in  scripture  as  they^ 
which  would  not  do  my  business. 

But  what  need  I  use  ailments  to  show,  that  your 
punishing  to  make  men  examine,  is  designed  only  against 
dissenters,  when  in  your  answer  to  this  ytry  paragraph 
of  mine,  you  in  plain  words  ^  acknowledge,  that  though 
**  want  of  examination  be  a  general  fault,  yet  the  me^ 
*'  thod  you  propose  for  curing  does  not  reach  to  all 
'<  that  are  guilty  of  it  ?  **  To  which  if  you  pl^Use  to  add 
what  you  tell  us.  That  when  dissenters  conform,  the 
magistrate  cannot  know,  and  therefore  never  examines 
whether  they  do  it  upon  reason  and  conviction  or  no; 
though  it  be  certain  that,  upon  conforniing,  penalties, 
the  necessary  means,  cease,  it  will  be  obvious  that,  whaU 
ever  be  talked,  conformity  is  all  that  is  aimed  at,  and 
that  want  of  examination  is  but  the  pretence  to  punish' 
dissenters. 

And  this  I  UAA  you,  any  one  must  be  convinced  of,* 
who  observes  that  you,  who  are  so  earnest  to  have  men* 
punished  to  bring  them  to  consider  and  examine,  that 
so  they  may  discover  the  way  of  salvation,  have  not  said 
one  word  of  considering,  searching,  and  hearlcening  to 
the  scripture,  which,  you  were  told,  was  as  good  a  rule 
for  a  christian  to  have  sent  men  to,  as  to  *'  the  instruc* 
^*  tion  and  government  of  the  proper  ministers  of  re- 
ligion, or  to  the  information  of  those  who  tell  them 
they  have  mistaken  their  way,  and  offer  to  show  them 
'^  the  right,"  For  this  passing  by  the  scripture  you 
give  us  this  reason,  that,  "  throughout  your  treatise  you 
**  speak  of  the  true  religion  only  in  general,  i.  e.  not 
**  as  limited  to  any  particular  dispensation,  or  to  the 
*^  times  of  the  scriptures,  but  as  reaching  from  the  fall 
^  of  Adam  to  the  end  of  the  worid,  &c.  And  then  you 
*^  appeal  to  all  men  of  art,  whether  speaking  of  the 
*'  true  religion,  under  this  generality,  you  could  be  aL* 
*^  lowed  to  descend  to  any  such  rules  of  it  as  belong 
'*  only  to  some  particular  times  or  dispensations,  such 
*^  as  I  cannot  but  acknowledge  the  Old  and  New  Tes- 
*'  taments.tobe." 

VOL.  V.  2  A 
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The  author  that  you  write  against*  making  it  his  bu** 
siness,  as  nobody  can  doubt  who  reads  but  the  first  page 
of  his  letter,  to  show  that  it  is  the  duty  of  christians  to 
tolerate  both  christians  and  others  who  differ  from  them 
in  religion;  it  is  pretty  strange,  in  asserting  against 
him  that  the  magistrate  might  and  ought  to  use  force 
to  bring  men  to  the  true  religion,  you  should  mean  any 
other  magistrate  than  the  christian  magistrate,  or  any 
other  religion  than  the  christian  religion.  But  it  seems 
you  took  so  little  notice  of  the  design  of  your  adversary, 
which  was  to  prove,  that  christians  were  not  to  use  force 
to  bring  any  one  to  the  christian  religion ;  that  you 
would  prove,  that  christians  were  now  to  use  force,  not 
only  to  bring  men  to  the  christian,  but  also  to  the 
Jewish  religion ;  or  that  of  the  true  church  before  the 
law,  or  to  some  true  religion  so  general  that  it  is  none 
of  these.     *^  For,    say  you,   throughout  your  treatise 

you  speak  of  the  true  religion  only  in  general,  i.  e. 

not  as  limited  to  any  particular  dispensation:**  though 
one  that  were  not  a  man  of  art  would  suspect  you  to  be 
of  another  mind  yourself,  when  you  told  us,  the  shut- 
ting out  of  the  jews  from  the  rights  of  the  common- 
wealth ^^  is  a  just  and  necessary  caution  in  a  christian 
*'  commonwealth ; ''  which  you  say  to  justify  your  ex- 
ception in  the  beginning  of  your  **  argument,"  against 
the  largeness  of  the  author's  toleration,  who  would  not 
have  jews  excluded.  But  speak  of  the  true  religion 
only  in  general  as  much  as  you  please,  if  your  true  re- 
ligion be  that  by  which  men  must  be  saved,  can  you 
send  a  man  to  any  better  guide  to  that  true  religion  now 
than  the  scripture  ? 

If  when  you  were  in  your  altitudes,  writing  the  first 
book,  your  men  of  art  could  not  allow  you  to  descend 
to  any  such  rule  as  the  scripture,  (though  even  there 
you  acknowledge  the  severities  spoken  against  are  such 
as  are  used  to  make  men  christians ;)  because  there,  (by 
an  art  proper  to  yourself,)  you  were  to  speak  of  true 
religion  under  a  generality,  which  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  duty  of  christians,  in  reference  to  toleration. 
Yet  when  here  in  your  second  book,  where  you  conde- 
scend all  along  to  speak  of  the  christian  religion. 
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and  tell  us,  **  that  the  magistrates  have  authority  to 
'*  make  laws  for  promoting  the  christian  religion ;  and 
do  by  their  laws  design  to  contribute  what  in  them 
lies  to  make  men  good  christians  ; ""  and  complain 
of  toleration  as  the  very  bane  of  the  life  and  spirit  of 
CHRISTIANITY,  &c.  and  have  vouchsafed  particularly 
to  mention  the  gospel ;  why  here,  having  been  called 
upon  for  it,  you  could  not  send  men  to  the  scriptures, 
and  tell  them  directly,  that  those  they  were  to  study  di- 
ligently, those  they  were  impartially  and  carefully  to 
examine,  to  bring  them  to  the  true  religion,  and  into 
the  way  of  salvation ;  rather  than  talk  to  them  as  you 
do,  of  receiving  instruction,  and  considering  reasons 
and  arguments  proper  and  sufficient  to  convince  them ; 
rather  than  propose,  as  you  do  all  along,  such  objects 
of  examination  and  inquiry  in  general  terms,  as  are  as 
hard  to  be  found,  as  the  thing  itself  for  which  they  are 
to  be  examined:  why,  I  say,  you  have  here  again  avoided 
sending  men  to  examine  the  scriptures ;  is  just  matter 
of  inquiry.  And  for  this  you  must  apply  yourself 
again  to  your  men  of  art,  to  furnish  you  with  some 
other  reason. 

If  you  will  but  cast  your  eyes  back  to  your  next  page, 
you  will  there  find  that  you  build  upon  this,  that  the 
subject  of  your  and  the  author  s  inquiry  *^  is  only  what 
^*  method  is  to  be  used  to  bring  men  to  the  true  reli- 
**  gion."  If  this  be  so,  your  men  of  art,  who  cannot 
allow  you  to  descend  to  any  such  rule  as  the  scriptures, 
because  you  speak  of  the  true  religion  in  general,  i.  e. 
not  as  limited  to  any  particular  dispensation,  or  to  the 
times  of  the  scriptures,  must  allow,  that  you  deserve  to 
be  head  of  their  college ;  since  you  are  so  strict  an  ob- 
server of  their  rules,  that  though  your  inquiry  be. 
What  method  is  to  be  used  to  bring  men  to  the  true 
religion,"  now  under  the  particular  dispensation  of 
the  gospel,  and  under  scripture-times ;  you  think  it  an 
unpardonable  fault  to  recede  so  far  from  your  genera- 
lity, as  to  admit  the  study  and  examination  of  the  scrip- 
ture into  your  method ;  for  fear,  it  is  like,  your  me- 
thod would  be  too  particular,  if  it  would  not  now  serve 
to  bring  men  to  the  true  religion,  who  lived  before  the 
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flood.  But  had  you  had  as  good  a  fnemory^  as  is  §&»• 
nerally  thought  needful  to  a  man  of  art,  it  is  believed 
you  would  have  spared  this  reason,  for  your  being  so 
backward  in  putting  men  upon  examination  of  the  scrips 
ture.  And  any  one,  but  a  man  of  art,  ^ho  shall  read 
what  you  tell  us  the  magistrate's  duty  is  ;  and  will  but 
consider  how  convenient  it  would  be,  that  men  should 
receive  no  instruction  but  from  the  ministry,  that  you 
there  tell  us  the  magistrate  assists ;  examine  no  argu* 
tnents,  hear  nothing  of  the  gospel,  receive  no  other 
sense  of  the  scripture,  but  what  that  ministry  proposes ; 
(who,  if  they  had  but  the  coactive  power,  you  think 
them  as  capaUe  of  as  other  men,)  might  assist  them«> 
selves ;  he,  I  say,  who  reflects  but  on  these  things,  mdy 
perhaps  find  a  reason  that  may  better  satisfy  the  igno* 
rant  and  unlearned,  who  have  not  had  the  good  luck 
to  arrive  at  being  of  the  number  of  these  men  of  art, 
why  you  cannot  descend  to  propose  to  men  the  study- 
ing of  the  scripture. 

Let  me  for  once  suppose  you  in  holy  orders,  (for  we 
that  are  not  of  the  adepti,  may  be  allowed  to  be  igno* 
rant  of  the  punctilios  in  writing  observed  by  the  men 
of  art,)  and  let  me  then  ask  what  art  is  this,  whose  rules 
are  of  that  authority,  that  one,  who  has  received  com- 
mission from  heaven  to  preach  the  gospel  in  season  and 
out  of  season  for  the  salvation  of  souls^  may  not  allow 
himself  to  propose  the  reading,  studying,  examining, 
of  the  scripture,  which  has  for  at  least  these  sixteen  hun- 
dred years  contained  the  only  true  religion  in  the  worid, 
for  fear  such  a  proposal  should  offend  against  the  rules 
of  this  art,  by  being  too  particular,  and  confined  to 
the  gospel-dispensation ;  and  therefore  could  not  pass 
muster,  nor  find  admittance,  in  a  treatise  wherein  the 
author  professes  it  his  only  business  to  **  inquire  what 
**  method  is  to  be  used  to  bring  men  to  the  true  reli- 
**  gion?  '*  Do  you  expect  any  other  dispensation ;  that 
you  are  so  afraid  of  being  too  particular,  if  you  should 
recommend  the  use  and  study  of  the  scripture,  to  bring 
men  to  the  true  religion  now  in  the  times  of  the  gospel  ? 
Why  might  you  not  as  well  send  them  to  the  scriptures, 
Us  to  the  ministers  and  teachers  of  the  true  religion  ? 
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Have  those  ministers  anj  other  religion  to  teach,  than 
what  is  contained  in  the  scriptures  ?  But  perhaps  you 
do  this  out  of  kindness  and  care,  because  possiUy  the 
scriptures  could  not  be  found ;  but  who  were  the  tni* 
nisters  of  the  true  religion,  men  could  not  possibly  miss. 
Indeed  you  have  allowed  yourself  to  descend  to  what 
belongs  only  to  some  particular  times  and  dispensa« 
tions,  for  their  sake,  when  you  speak  of  the  ministers 
of  the  gospel.  But  whether  it  be  as  fully  agreed  on 
amongst  christians,  who  are  the  ministers  of  the  gospel 
that  men  must  hearken  to,  and  be  guided  by ;  as  which 
are  the  writings  of  the  apostles  and  evangelists,  that, 
if  studied,  will  instruct  them  in  the  way  to  heaven; 
is  more  than  you  or  your  men  of  art  can  be  positive  in; 
Where  are  the  canons  of  this  over-ruling  art  to  be 
found,  to  which  you  pay  such  reverence  ?  May  a  man 
of  no  distinguishing  character  be  admitted  to  the  pri« 
vilege  of  them  ?  For  I  see  it  may  be  of  notable  use  at 
a  dead'lift,  and  bring  a  man  off  with  flying  colours^ 
when  truth  and  reason  can  do  him  but  little  service. 
The  strong  guard  you  have  in  the  powers  you  write  for? 
and  when  you  have  engaged  a  little  too  far,  the  safe  re* 
treat  you  have  always  at  hand  in  an  appeal  to  these  men 
of  art ;  made  me  almost  at  a  stand,  whether  I  were  not 
best  make  a  truce  with  one  who  had  such  auxiliaiiei»  '  A 
friend  of  mine  finding  me  talk  thus,  replied  brisUy,  it  is 
a  matter  of  religion,  which  requires  not  men  of  art ;  and 
the  assistance  of  such  art  as  savours  so  little  of  the  sim- 
plicity of  the  gospel,  both  shows  and  makes  the  cause 
the  weaker.  And  so  I  went  on  to  your  two  next  para* 
graphs. 

In  them,  to  vindicate  a  pretty  strange  argument  for 
the  magistrate's  use  of  force,  you  think  it  convenient 
to  repeat  it  out  of  your  A.  p.  26 ;  and  so,  in  complin 
ance  with  you,  shall  I  do  here  again.  There  you  tell 
us,  "  The  power  you  ascribe  to  the  magistrate  is  given 
**  him  to  bring  men,  not  to  his  own,  but  to  the  true 
**  religion:  and  though  (as  our  author  puts  us  in 
"  mind)  the  religion  of  every  prince  is  orthodox  to 
**  himself;  yet  if  this  power  keep  within  its  "bounds, 
"  i;  can  serve  the  interest  of  no  other  religion  but  thq 


858  -4  TAirrf  Letter  for  Toleration. 

*'  true,  among  such  as  have  any  concern  for  their  eter- 
**  nal  salvation ;  (and  those  that  have  none  deserve  not 
*'  to  be  considered;)  because  the  penalties  it  enables 
"  him  that  ha$  it  to  inflict,  are  not  such  as  mav  tempt 
such  persons  either  to  renounce  a  religion  which  they 
believe  to  be  true,  or  to  profess  one  which  they  do  not 
**  believe  to  be  so ;  bat  only  such  as  are  apt  to  put  them 
**  upon  a  serious  and  impartial  examination  of  the  con* 
**  troversy  between  the  magistrate  and  them,  which  is 
**  the  way  for  them  to  come  to  the  knowledge  of  the 
*'  truth.  And  if,  upon  such  examination  of  the  matter, 
**  they  chance  to  find  that  the  truth  does  not  lie  on  the 
magistrate's  side,  they  have  gained  thus  much  how* 
ever,  even  by  the  magistrate's  misapplying  his  power ; 
that  they  know  better  than  they  did  beforCj  where  the 
truth  doth  lie ;  and  all  the  hurt  that  comes  to  them  by 
^<  it,  is  only  the  suffering  some  tolerable  inconveniencies 
**  for  their  following  the  light  of  their  own  reason,  and 
**  the  dictates  of  their  own  consciences ;  which  certainly 
**  is  no  such  mischief  to  mankind  as  to  make  it  more 
**  eligible  that  there  should  be  no  such  power  vested  in 
*'  the  magistrate,  but  the  care  of  every  man's  soul 
**  should  be  left  to  himself  alone,  (as  this  author  de- 
"  mands  it)." 

To  this  I  tell  you,  "  That  here,  out  of  abundant 
**  kindness,  when  dissenters  have  their  heads,  without 
"  any  cause,  broken,  you  provide  them  a  plaister." 
For,  say  you,  **  if  upon  such  examination  of  the  mat- 
ter, (i.  e.  brought  to  it  by  the  magistrate's  punish- 
ment,) they  chance  to  find  that  the  truth  doth  not 
''  lie  on  the  magistrate's  side,  they  have  gained  thus 
**  much  however,  even  by  the  magistrate's  misapplying 
•*  his  power,  that  they  know  better  than  they  did  be- 
"  fore,  where  the  truth  does  lie.  Which  is  as  true  as  if 
**  you  should  say:  Upon  examination  I  find  such  an 
"  one  is  out  of  tlie  way  to  York,  therefore  I  know 
•*  better  than  I  did  tefore  that  I  am  in  the  right.  For 
"  neither  of  you  may  be  in  the  right.  This  were  true 
"  indeed,  if  there  were  but  two  ways  in  all,  a  right 
"  and  a  wrong."  To  this  you  reply  here :  "  That 
^*  whoever  shall  consider  the  penalties,  will,  you  per- 
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^  suade  yourself,  find  no  heads  broken,  and  so  but  little 
**  need  of  a  plaister.  The  penalties,  as  you  say»  are 
'^  to  be  such  as  will  not  tempt  such  as  have  any  con- 
^  cern  for  their  eternal  salvation,  either  to  renounce  a 
religion  which  they  believe  to  be  true,  or  profess  one 
which  they  believe  not  to  be  so ;  but  only  such  as, 
being  weighed  in  gold  scales,  are  just  enough,  or, 
as  you  express  it,  are  apt  to  put  them  upon  a  serious 
and  impartial  examination  of  the  controversy  between 
^  the  magistrate  and  them."  If  you  had  been  pleased 
to  have  told  us  what  penalties  those  were,  we  might 
have  been  able  to  guess  whether  there  would  have  been 
broken  beads  or  no.  But  since  you  have  not  vouch- 
safed to  do  it,  and,  if  I  mistake  not,  will  again  appeal 
to  your  men  of  art  for  another  dispensation  rather  than 
ever  do  it ;  I  fear  nobody  can  be  sure  these  penalties 
will  not  reach  to  something  worse  than  a  broken  head : 
especially  if  the  magistrate  shall  observe  that  you  im- 
pute the  rise  and  growth  of  false  religions  (which  it  is 
the  magistrate's  duty  to  hinder)  to  the  pravity  of  hu- 
man nature,  unbridled  by  authority ;  which  by  what 
follows  he  may  have  reason  to  think  is  to  use  force  suf- 
ficient to  counterbalance  the  folly,  perverseness,  and 
wickedness  of  men :  and  whether  then  he  may  not  lay 
on  penalties  sufficient,  if  not  to  break  men's  heads,  yet 
to  ruin  them  in  their  estates  and  liberties,  will  be  more 
than  you  can  undertake.  And  since  you  acknowledge 
here,  that  the  magistrate  may  err  so  far  in  the  use  of 
this  his  power,  as  to  mistake  the  persons  that  he  lays 
his  penalties  on ;  will  you  be  secuiity  that  he  shall  not 
also  mistake  in  the  proportion  of  them,  and  not  lay  on 
such  as  men  would  willingly  exchange  for  a  broken 
head  ?  All  the  assurance  you  give  us  of  this  is,  "  If  this 
power  keep  within  its  bounds,  i.  e.  as  you  here  ex- 
plain it.  If  the  penalties  the  magistrate  makes  use  of 
to  promote  a  false  religion,  do  not  exceed  the  mea- 
sure of  those  which  he  may  warrantably  use  for  the 
promoting  the  true.'*  The  magistrate  may,  notwith- 
standing any  thing  you  have  said,  or  can  say,  use  any 
sort  of  penalties,  any  degree  of  punishment ;  you  having 
neither  showed  the  measure  of  them,  nor  will  be  ever 
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able  to  show  the  atmost  measure  which  may  not  be  ex- 
ceeded, if  any  may  be  nsed. 

But  what  is  this  I  find  here  ?  ^^  If  the  penalties  the 
^<  magistrate  make  use  of  to  promote  a  false  rei.i- 
**  GION."  Is  it  possible  that  the  magistrate  can  make 
use  of  penalties*  to  pi-omote  a  false  religion;  of  whom 
you  told  us  but  three  pages  back,  **  That  may  always 
be  said  of  him  (what  St.  Paul  said  of  himself),  That 
he  can  do  nothing  against  the  truth  but  for  the 
•*  truth  ?  "  By  that  one  would  have  thought  you  had 
undertaken  to  us,  that  tlie  magistrate  could  no  more 
use  force  to  promote  a  false  religion,  than  St.  Paul  could 
preach  to  promote  a  false  religion.  If  you  say,  the 
magistrate  has  no  commission  to  promote  a  false  reli- 
gion, and  therefore  it  may  always  be  said  of  him  what 
St.  Paul  said  of  himself,  &c.  I  say,  no  minister  was 
ever  commissioned  to  preach  falsehood;  and  therefore 
**  it  may  alwdys  be  said  of  every  minister  (what  St. 
*^  Paul  said  of  himself)  that  he  can  do  nothing  agaiut 
•*  the  truth,  but  for  the  truth : "  whereby  we  shall  vety 
commodiously  have  an  infallible  guide  in  every  parish, 
as  well  as  one  in  every  commonwealth.  But  if  you 
thus  use  scripture,  I  imagine  you  will  have  reason  to 
appeal  again  to  your  men  of  art,  whether,  though  you 
may  not  be  allowed  to  recommend  to  others  the  exa- 
mination and  use  of  scripture,  to  find  the  true  rdi- 
gion,  yet  you  yourself  may  not  use  the  scripture  to  what 
purpose^  and  in  what  sense  you  please,  for  the  defence 
of  your  cause. 

To  the  remainder  of  what  I  said  in  that  paragraph, 
your  answer  is  nothing  but  an  exception  to  an  inference 
I  made.  The  argument  you  were  upon,  was  to  jus- 
tify the  magistrate's  inflicting  penalties  to  bring  men 
to  a  false  religion,  by  the  gain  those  that  suffered  them 
would  receive. 

Their  gain  was  this :  **  That  they  would  know  better 
"  than  they  did  before,  where  the  truth  does  lie.'*  To 
which  I  replied,  "  Which  is  as  true,  as  if  you  should 
say,  upon  examination  I  find  such  an  one  is  out  of 
the  way  to  York ;  therefore  I  know  tetter  than  I  did 
before,  that  I  em  in  the  right."     This  consequence 
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ycm  ftnd  fault  with,  and  say  it  should  be  thus :  *  There- 
^'  fore  I  know  better  than  I  did  before,  where  the  right 
**  way  lies."     This,  you  tell  me,  *•  would  hare  been 
**  true ;  which  was  not  for  my  purpose."    These  con- 
tiequences,  one  or  the  other,  are  much-what  alike  true. 
For  he  that  of  an  hundred  ways,  amongst  which  there 
is  but  one  right,  shuts  out  one  that  he  discovers  Der- 
tainly  to  be  wrong,  knows  as  much  better  than  he  did 
before,  that  he  is  in  the  right,  as  he  knows  better  than 
before,  where  the  right  way  lies.     For  before  it  'ITM 
ninety*nine  to  one  that  he  was  not  in  the  right ;  and 
now  he  knows  it  is  but  ninety-eight  to  one  that  he  is 
not  in  the  right ;  and  therefore  knows  so  much  bettet 
than  before,  that  he  is  in  the  right,  just  as  much  as  he 
knows  better  than  he  did  before,  where  the  right  way 
lies.     For  let  him  upon  your  supposition  proceed  on 
and  every  day,  upon  examination  of  a  controversy  with 
some  one  in  one  of  the  remaining  ways,  discover  him 
to  be  in  the  wrpng ;  he  will  every  day  know  better  than 
he  did  before,  equally,  •  where  the  right  way  lies,  and 
that  he  is  in  it ;  till  at  last  he  will  come  to  discover  the 
right  way  itself,  and  himself  in  it.     And  therefore  your 
inference,    whatever   you  think,    is   as   much   as  the 
other  f(»r  my  purpose ;  which  was  to  show  what  a  no- 
table gain  a  man  made  in  the  variety  of  false  opinions 
and  religions  in  the  world,  by  discovering  that  the  ma- 
gistrate had  not  the  truth  on  his  side ;  and  what  thatiks 
he  owed  the  magistrate,  for  inflicting  penalties  up6n 
him  so  much  for  his  improvement,  and  for  affording  hitn 
so  much  knowledge  at  so  cheap  a  rate.     And  should 
not  a  man  have  reason  to  boast  of  his  purchase,  if  he 
should  by  penalties  be  driven  to  hear  and  examine  tXi 
the  arguments  that  can  be  proposed  by  those  in  power 
for  all  their  foolish  and  false  religions?    And  yet  this 
gain  is  what  you  propose,  as  a  justification  of  magis- 
trates inflicting  penalties  for  promoting  their  false  reli- 
'  gions.     And  an  **  impartial  examination  of  the  contfo- 
*'  versy  between  them  and  the  magistrate,  you  tell  Us 
-**  here,  is  the  way  for  such  as  have  any  concern  fdr 
•*  their  eternal  salvation  to  come  to  the  knowledge  *6f 
^» -the  twtV' 
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To  my  saying,  '*  He  that  is  punished  may  have  exa- 
**  mined  before,  and  then  I  am  sure  he  gains  nothing:" 
You  reply,  ^*  But  neither  does  he  lose  much,  if  it  be 
true,  which  you  there  add,  that  all  the  hurt  that  be- 
falls him,  is  only  the  suffering  some  tolerable  incon- 
**  venience  for  his  following  the  light  of  his  own  reason, 
**  and  the  dictates  of  his  conscience.'*  So  it  is  therefore 
you  would  have  a  man  rewarded  for  being  an  honest 
man ;  (for  so  is  he  who  follows  the  light  of  his  own  rea- 
son,  and  the  dictates  of  his  conscience ;)  only  with  the 
suffering  some  tolerable  inconveniencies.  And  yet  those 
tolerable  inconveniencies  are  such  as  are  to  counter- 
balance men's  lusts,  and  the  corruption  of  depraved 
nature  ;  which  you  know  any  slight  penalty  is  sufficient 
to  master.  But  that  the  magistrate's  discipline  shall  stop 
at  those  your  tolerable  inconveniencies,  is  what  you  are 
loth  to  be  guarantee  for :  for  all  the  security  you  dare 
give  of  it,  is,  **  If  it  be  true  which  you  there  add."  But 
if  it  should  lie  otherwise,  the  hurt  may  be  more  I  see 
than  you  are  willing  to  answer. 


L. II.  p.  183.  "How- 
**  ever,  you  think  you 
**  do  well  to  encourage 
the  magistrate  in  pu- 
nishing, and  comfort 
**  the  man  who  has  suf- 
fered unjustly,  by 
showingwhathe  shall 
gain  by  it.  Whereas, 
on  the  contrary,  in 
*^  a  discourse  of  this 
**  natu]*e,  where  the 
bounds  of  right  and 
wrong  are  inquired 
^*  into,  and  should  be 
*^  established,  the  ma- 
**  gistrate  was  to  be 
*'  showed  the  bounds 
of  his  authority,  and 
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L.  III.  p.  71.  As  to  what 
you  say  here  of  the  nature  of 
my  discourse,  I  shall  only  put 
you  in  mind  that  the  question 
there  debated  is:  Whether  the 
magistrate  has  any  right  or 
authority  to  use  force  for  the 
promoting  the  true  religion. 
Which  plainly  supposes  the 
unlawfulness  and  injustice  of 
using  force  to  promote  a  false 
religion,  as  granted  on  both 
sides.  So  that  I  could  no  way 
be  obliged  to  take  notice  of  it 
in  my  discourse,  but  only  as 
occasion  should  be  offered. 

And  whether  I  have  not 
showed  the  bounds  of  the  ma- 
gistrate's authority,  as  far  as  I 
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Earned  of  the  injury    was  any  way  obliged  to  do 
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^*  he  did  when  he  mis- 
applied   his    power, 
and  punished  any  man 
**  who  deserved  it  not ; 
**  andnot  be  soothed  in- 
"  to  injustice,  by  consi- 
**  deration  of  gain  that 
"  might  thence  accrue 
"  to  the  sufferer.  Shall 
we  do  evil,  that  good 
may    come    of    it  ? 
"  There  are  a  sort  of 
people  who  are  very 
wary  of  touching  up- 
on  the    magistrate's 
duty,  and  tender  of 
showing  the  bounds 
of  his  power,  and  the 
injustice  and  ill  con- 
sequences of  his  mis- 
applying it ;  at  least, 
so  long  as  it  is  mis- 
applied in  favour  of 
them,  and  their  party. 
I  know  not  whether 
you  are  of  their  num- 
**  ber ;    but  this  I  am 
**  sure,   you    have  the 
*^  misfortune  here  tofall 
^  into    their    mistake. 
**  The  magistrate,  you 
**  confess,  may  in  this 
case     misapply     his 
power:  and  instead  of 
representing  to   him 
the  injustice  of  it,  and 
**  the  account  he  must 
"  give  to  his  sovereign 
**  one  day  of  this  great 
^^  trust    put    into    his 
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it,  let  any  indiflerent  person 
judge.  But  to  talk  here  of  a 
sort  of  people  who  are  veiy 
wary  of  touching  upon  the 
magistrate's  duty,  and  ten- 
der of  showing  the  bounds 
of  his  power,"  where  I  tell 
the  magistrate  that  the  power 
I  ascribe  to  him,  in  reference 
to  religion,  is  given  him  to 
bring  men,  ^^  not  to  his  own, 
"  but  to  the  true  religion ;  ** 
and  that  he  misapplies  it,  when 
he  endeavours  ^o  promote  a 
false  religion  by  it ;  is^  me- 
thinks,  at  least  a  little  unsea- 
sonable. 

Nor  am  I  any  more  con- 
cerned in  what  you  say  of  the 
magistrate's  misapplying  his 
power  in  favour  of  a  party. 
For  as  you  have  not  yet  proved 
that  his  applying  his  power  to 
the  promoting  the  true  reli- 
gion (which  is  all  that  I  con- 
tend for)  is  misapplying  it;  so 
much  less  can  you  prove  it  to 
be  misapplying  it  in  favour  of 
a  party. 

But  that  **  I  encourage  the 
**  magistrate  in  punishing  men 
"  to  bring  them  to  a  false  reli- 
"  gion,  (for  that  is  the  pu- 
"  nishing  we  here  speak  of,) 
*^  and  sooth  him  into  injustice, 
by  showing  what  those  who 
suffer  unjustly  shall  gain  by 
it,"  when  in  the  very  same 
breath  I  tell  him  that  by  so 
punishing   he  misapplies  his 
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^*  hands;  for  the  equal  power ;  is  a  discovery  which  I 

<^  protection  of  all  his  believe  none  but  yourself  could 

"  subjects;  you  pretend  have  made.     When  I  say  that 

^  advantageswbich  the  the  magistrate  misapplies  his 

♦*  sufferer  may  receive  power  by  so  punishing;  Isup-- 

^^  from  it :  and  so  in*  pose  all  other  men  understand 

**  stead  of  dishearten-  me  to  say,  that  he  sins  in  do- 

**  ing  fimn,you  give  en-  ing  it,  and  lays  himself  open 

•*  couragement    to  the  to   divine   vengeance    by    it; 

**  mischief.  Which>up.  And  can  he  be  encouraged  to 

**  on    your    principle,  this,  by  hearing  what  others 

"  joined  to  the  natural  may  gain,  by  what  (without 

**  thirst  in   man  after  repentance)  must  cost  him  so 

♦*  arbitrary  power,  may  dear  ? 
*'  be  carried  to  all  man- 
"  ner  of  exorbitancy, 
"  with  some  pretence 
"  of  right." 

Here  your  men  of  art  will  do  well  to  be  at  hand  again. 
For  it  may  be  seasonable  for  you  to  appeal  to  them, 
whether  the  nature  of  your  discourse  will  allow  you  to 
descend  to  show  "  the  magistrate  the  bounds  of  his  an- 
**  thority,  and  warn  him  of  the  injury  he  does,  if  he 
*•  misapplies  his  power." 

You  say,  "  the  question  there  debated,  is,  whether 
the  magistrate  has  any  right  or  authority  to  use  force 
for  promoting  the  true  religion ;  which  plainly  sup- 
poses the  unlawfulness  and  injustice  of  using  force  to 
promote  a  false  religion,  as  granted  on  both  sides.^ 
Neither  is  that  the  question  in  debate ;  nor,  if  it  were, 
does  it  suppose  what  you  pretend.  But  the  question  in 
debate  is,  as  you  put  it.  Whether  any  body  has  a 
right  to  use  force  in  matters  of  i*eligion  ?  You  say,  in- 
deed, **  The  magistrate  has,  to  bring  men  to  the  true 
**  religion."  If  thereupon  you  think  the  magistrate 
has  none  to  bring  men  to  a  false  religion,  whatever 
your  men  of  art  may  think,  it  is  probable  other  men 
would  not  have  thought  it  to  have  been  beside  the  na- 
ture of  your  discourse,  to  have  warned  the  magistrate, 
that  he  should  consider  well,  and  impartially  exaniine 
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the  grounds  of  his  religion  before  be  use  any  force  to 
bring  nien  to  it.  This  is  c^  such  moment  to  men's 
tempareil  and  eternal  interests,  that  it  might  well  de- 
serve some  particular  caution  addressed  to  the  magi- 
strate ;  who  might  as  much  need  to  be  put  in  mind  of 
impartial  examination  as  other  people.  And  it  might, 
whatever  your  men  of  art  may  allow,  be  justly  expected 
from  you :  who  think  it  no  deviation  from  the  rules  of 
art,  to  tell  the  subjects  that  they  must  submit  to  the 
penalties  laid  on  them,  or  else  fall  under  the  sword  of 
the  magistrate ;  wliich,  how  true  soever,  will  hardly  by 
any  body  be  found  to  be  much  more  to  your  purpose  in 
this  discourse,  than  it  would  have  been  to  have  told  the 
magistrate  of  what  ill  consequence  it  would  be  to  him 
and  his  people^  if  he  misused  his  power,  and  warned  him 
to  be  cautious  in  the  use  of  it.  But  not  a  word  that 
way.  Nay  even  where  you  mention  the  account  he 
shall  give  for  so  doing,  it  is  still  to  satisfy  the  sutyects 
that  they  are  well  provided  for,  and  not  left  unfurnished 
of  the  means  of  salvation,  by  the  right  God  has  put 
into  the  magistrate's  hands  to  use  his  power  to  bring 
them  to  the  true  religion;  and  therefore  they  ought 
to  be  well  content ;  because  if  the  magistrate  misapply 
it,  the  Great  Judge  will  punish  him  for  it.  Look^ 
sir,  and  see  whether  what  you  say,  any-where,  of  the 
magistrate's  misuse  of  his  power,  have  any  other  ten- 
dency :  and  then  I  appeal  to  the  sober  reader,  whether 
if  you  had  been  as  much  concerned  for  the  bounding^ 
as  for  the  exercise,  of  force  in  the  magistrate's 
hands,  you  would  not  have  spoke  of  it  after  another 
manner. 

The  next  thing  you  say,  is  '*  that  the  question  (beings 
^  whether  the  magistrate  has  any  right  to  use  force  to 
**  bring  men  to  the  true  religion,)  supposes  the  unlaw- 
*^  fulness  of  using  force  to  promote  a  false  religion  as 
**  granted  on  both  sides ; "  which  is  so  far  from  true, 
that  I  suppose  quite  the  contrary,  viz.  That  if  the  ma- 
gistrate has  a  right  to  use  force  to  promote  the  true,  he 
must  have  a  right  to  use  force  to  promote  his  own  re- 
*  ligion ;  and  that  for  reasons  I  have  given  you  elsewhere. 
But  the  supposition  of  a  supposition  serves  to  exoite 
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you  from  speaking  any  thing  diredtly  of  setting  bounds 
to  the  magistrate's  power,  or  telling  him  his  duty  in  that 
point;  though  you  are  very  frequent  in  mentioning 
the  oUigation  he  is  under,  that  men  should  not  want 
the  assistance  of  his  force ;  and  how  answerable  he  is  if 
any  body  miscarry  for  want  of  it ;  though  there  be  not 
the  least  whisper  of  any  care  to  be  taken,  that  nobody 
be  misled  by  it.  And  now  I  recollect  myself  I  think 
your  method  would  not  allow  it:  for  if  you  should 
have  put  the  magistrate  upon  examining,  it  would  have 
supposed  him  as  liable  to  errour  as  other  men ;  whereas, 
to  secure  the  magistrate's  acting  right,  upon  your 
foundation  of  never  using  force  but  for  the  true  reli- 
gion, I  see  no  help  for  it,  but  either  he  or  you  (who 
are  to  license  him)  must  I)e  got  past  the  state  of  exa- 
mination into  that  of  certain  knowledge  and  infalli- 
bility. 

Indeed,  as  you  say,  "  you  tell  the  magistrate  that  the 
**  power  you  ascribe  to  him  in  reference  to  religion,  is 
given  him  to  bring  men  not  to  his  own,  but  to  the 
true  religion."  But  do  you  put  him  upon  a  severe 
and  impaitial  examination  which,  amongst  the  many 
false,  is  the  only  true  religion  he.  must  use  force  to  bring 
his  subjects  to ;  that  he  may  not  mistake  and  misapply 
his  power  in  a  business  of  that  consequence  ?  Not  a  syl- 
lable of  this.  Do  you  then  tell  him  which  it  is  he 
must  take,  without  examination,  and  promote  with 
force;  whether  that  of  England,  France,  or  Denmark? 
This,  methinks,  is  as  much  as  the  pope,  with  all  his 
infallibility,  could  require  of  princes.  And  yet  what 
is  it  less  than  this  you  do,  when  you  suppose  the  reli- 
gion of  the  church  of  England  to  be  the  only  true; 
and  upon  this  your  supposition,  tell  the  magistrate  it  is 
his  duty,  by  ibrce,  to  bring  men  to  it,  without  ever 
putting  him  upon  examining,  or  suflering  him  or  any 
body  else  to  question,  whether  it  be  the  only  true  reli- 
gion or  no  ?  For  if  you  will  stick  to  what  you  in  an- 
othersplace  say :  **  That  it  is  enough  to  suppose  that 
there  is  one  true  religion,  and  but  one,  and  that  that 
religion  may  be  known  by  those  who  profess  it ; "  * 
what  authority  will  this  knowableness  of  the  true  reli- 
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gion  give  to  the  king  of  England^  more  than  to  the 
king  of  France,  to  use  force,  if  he  docs  not  actually 
know  the  religion  he  professes  to  be  the  true ;  or  to  the 
magistrate  more  than  the  subject,  if  he  has  not  examined 
the  grounds  of  his  religion  ?  But  if  he  believes  you  when 
you  tell  him  your  religion  is  the  tme,  all  is  well ;  he  has 
authority  enough  to  use  force,  and  he  need  not  examine 
any  farther.  If  this  were  not  the  case ;  why  you  should 
not  be  careful  to  prepare  a  little  advice  to  make  the 
magistrate  examine,  as  well  as  you  are  solicitous  to  pro- 
vide force  to  make  the  subject  examine,  will  require  the 
skill  of  a  man  of  art  to  discover. 

Whether  you  are  not  of  the  number  of  those  men  I 
there  mentioned,  (for  that  there  have  been  such  men  in 
the  worlds  instances  might  be  given ;)  one  may  doubt 
from  your  principles.  For  if,  upon  a  supposition  that 
yours  is  the  true  religion,  you  can  give  authority  to  the 
magistrate  to  inflict  penalties  on  all  his  subjects  that 
dissent  from  the  communion  of  the  national  church, 
without  examining  whether  theirs  too  may  not  be  that 
only  true  religion  which  is  necessary  to  salvation ;  is 
not  this  to  demand,  that  the  magistrate's  power  should 
be  applied  onlv  in  favour  of  a  party  ?  And  can  any 
one  avoid  being  confirmed  in  this  suspicion,  when  he 
reads  that  broad  insinuation  of  yours,  p.  34^  as  if  our 
magistrates  were  not  concerned  for  truth  or  piety^  be- 
cause they  granted  a  relaxation  of  those  penalties,  which 
you  would  have  employed  in  favour  of  your  party  :  for 
so  it  must  be  called,  and  not  the  church  of  God,  exclu- 
sive of  others  :  unless  you  will  say  men  cannot  he  saved  • 
out  of  the  communion  of  your  particular  church,  let  it 
be  national  where  you  please. 

You  do  not,  you  say,  encourage  the  magistrate  to 
misapply  his  power ;  because  ''  in  the  very  same  breath 
''  you  tell  him  he  misapplies  his  power.**  I  answer, 
let  all  men  understand  you,  as  much  as  you  please,  to 
say  that  he  sins  in  doing  it ;  that  will  not  excuse  you 
from  encouraging  him  there;  unless  it  be  impossible  thsit 
a  man  may  be  encouraged  to  sin.  If  your  telling  the 
magistrate  that  his  subjects  gain  by  his  misapplying  of 
force,  be  not  an  encouragement  to  him  to  misapply  it, 
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the  doing  good  to  others  must  cease  to  be  an  enoM- 
ragement  to  any  action*  And  whether  it  be  not  a  great 
encouragement  in  this  ease  to  the  magistrate,  to  go  on. 
in  the  use  of  force,  without  impartially  examining  whe« 
tber  his  or  his  subjects  be  the  true  religion ;  when  he  is 
told  that,  be  his  religion  true  or  false,  his  subjects,  who 
suffer,  will  be  sure  to  be  gainers  by  it;  let  any  one 
judge.  For  the  encouragement  is  not,  as  you  put  it,  to 
the  magistrate  to  use  force  to  bring  men  to  what  he 
thinks  a  false  religion ;  but  it  is  an  encouragement  to 
the  magistrate,  who  presumes  his  to  be  the  true  reli-< 
gion,  to  punish  his  dissenting  subjects,  without  due  and 
impartial  examination  on  which  side  the  truth  lies.  For 
having  never  told  the  magistrate,  that  neglect  of  exa- 
mination is  a  sin  in  him ;  if  you  should  tell  him  a  thou« 
sand  times,  that  he  who  uses  his  power  to  bring  men  to 
a  false  i^ligion  misapplies  it ;  he  would  not  understand 
by  it  that  he  sinned,  whilst  he  thought  his  the  true ; 
and  so  it  would  be  no  restraint  to  the  misapplying  his 
power. 

And  thus  we  have  some  prospect  of  this  admirable 
machine  you  have  set  up  for  the  salvation  of  souls. 

The  magistrate  is  to  use  force  to  bring  men  to  the 
true  religion.  But  what  if  he  misapplies  it  to  bring 
men  to  a  false  religion  ?  It  is  well  still  for  his  subjects : 
they  are  gainers  by  it.  But  this  may  encourage  him  to 
a  misapplication  of  it.  No ;  you  tell  him  that  he  that 
uses  it  to  bring  men  to  a  false  religion,  misapplies  it ; 
and  therefoi*e  he  cannot  but  understand  that  you  say 
'*  his  sins,  and  lays  himself  open  to  divine  vengeance." 
No ;  he  believes  himself  in  the  right ;  and  thinks  as  St. 
Paul,  whilst  a  persecutor,  that  he  does  God  good  ser^ 
vice.  And  you  assure  him  here,  he  makes  his  suffer- 
ing subjects  gainers ;  and  so  he  goes  on  as  comfortably 
as  St.  Paul  did.  Is  there  no  remedy  for  this  ?  Yes,  a 
very  ready  one,  and  that  is,  that  the  ^'  one  only  true 
*'  religion  may  be  kown  by  those  who  pro&ss  it  to  be 
•*  the  only  true  religion." 

To  which,  if  we  add  how  you  moderate  as  weU  as 
direct  the  magistrate's  hand  in  puniding ;  by  making 
the  last  regulation  of  your  convenient  penalties  to  lie 
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in  the  prudence  and  experience  of  magistrates  them- 
selves ;  we  shall  find  the  advantages  of  your  method. 
For  are  not  your  necessary  means  of  salvation,  which 
lie  in  moderate  penalties  used  to  bring  men  to  the  true 
religion,  brought  to  an  happy  state ;  when  that  which 
is  to  guide  the  magistrate  in  the  knowledge  of  the  true 
religion,  is,  "  that  the  true  religion  may  be  known  by 
"  those  who  profess  it  to  be  the  only  true  religion  ;**  and 
the  convenient  penalties  to  be  used  for  the  promoting  of 
it,  are  such  as  the  magistrate  shall  in  his  prudence  think 
fit ;  and  that  whether  the  magistrate  applies  it  right  or 
wrong,  the  subject  will  be  a  gainer  by  it  ?  If  in  either  of 
your  discourses,  you  have  given  the  magistrate  any 
better  direction  than  this  to  know  the  true  religion  by, 
which  he  is  by  force  to  promote ;  or  any  other  intelli- 
gible measure,  to  moderate  his  penalties  by  ;  or  any 
other  caution  to  restrrdn  the  misuse  of  his  power ;  I  de- 
sire you  to  show  it  me :  and  then  I  shall  think  I  have  rea^ 
son  to  believe^  that  in  this  debate  you  have  had  more 
care  of  the  true  religion,  and  the  salvation  of  souls,  than 
to  encourage  the  magistrate  to  use  the  power  he  has,  by 
your  direction,  and  without  examination ;  and  to  what 
degree  he  shall  think  fit,  in  favour  of  a  party.  For  the 
matter  thus  stated,  if  I  mistake  not,  will  serve  any  ma- 
gistrate to  use  any  degree  of  force  against  any  that  dis- 
sent from  his  national  religion. 

Having  recommended  to  the  subjects  the  magistrate's 
pei'secution  by  a  show  of  gain,  which  will  accrue  to 
them  by  it ;  you  do  well  to  bring  in  the  example  of  Ju- 
lian; who  whatever  he  did  to  the  christians,  would, 
no  more  than  you,  own  that  it  was  persecution  ;  but  for 
their  advantage  in  the  other  world.  But  whether  his 
pretending  gain  to  them,  upon  grounds  which  he  did 
not  believe  ;  or  your  pretending  gain  to  them,  which 
nobody  can  believe  to  be  one  ;  be  a  greater  mockery, 
you  were  best  look.  This  seems  i*easonable,  that  his 
talk  of  philanthropy,  and  youi*s  of  moderation,  should 
be  bound  up  together.  For  till  you  speak  and  tell 
them  plainly  what  they  may  trust  to,  the  advantage  the 
persecuted  ar^  to  receive  from  your  clemency,  may,  I 
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imagine,  make  a  second  part  to  what  the  christians  oT 
that  age  received  from  his.  But  you  are  solicitous  for 
the  salvation  of  souk,  and  dissenters  shall  find  the  be- 
nefit of  it. 


CHAPTER  IX. 

Of  the  usefulness  of  force  in  matters  of  religion. 

You  having  granted  that  in  all  pleas  for  any  thing, 
because  of  its  usefulness,  it  is  not  enough  to  say  that 
it  may  be  serviceable ;  but  it  must  be  x!onsidered,  not 
only  what  it  may,  but  what  it  is  likely  to  produce; 
and  the  greater  good  or  harm  likely  to  come  from  it 
ought  to  determine  the  use  of  it ;  I  think  there  need 
nothing  more  to  be  said  to  show  the  usefulness  of  force 
in  the  magistrate's  hands  for  promoting  the  true  reli- 
gion, after  it  has  been  proved  that,  if  any,  then  all 
magistrates,  who  believe  their  religion  to  be  true,  are 
under  an  obligation  to  use  it.  But  since  the  usefulness 
and  necessity  of  force  is  the  main  foundation  on  which 
you  build  your  hypothesis,  we  will  in  the  two  remain* 
ing  chapters  examine  particularly  what  you  say  for 
them. 

To  the  author's  saying,  **  That  truth  seldom  hath 
'*  received,  and  he  fears  never  will  receive  much  assist- 
'<  ance  from  the  power  of  great  men,  to  whom  she  is 
**  but  rarely  known,  and  more  rarely  welcome  ;'*  you 
answer,  **  And  yet  God  himself  foretold  and  promised 
<*  that  kings  should  be  nursing  fathers,  and  queens 
**  nursing  mothers  to  his  church."  If  we  may  judge 
of  this  prophecy  by  what  is  past  or  present,  we  shall  have 
reason  to  think  it  concerns  not  our  days ;  or  if  it  does, 
that  God  intended  not  that  the  church  should  have  many 
such  nursing  fathers  and  nursing  mothers,  that  were  to 
'nurse  them  up  with  moderate  penalties,  if  thps^  were 
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to  be  the  sw^addling-clouts  of  this  nursery.  Perhaps, 
if  you  read  that  chapter,  you  will  think  you  have  little 
reason  to  build  much  on  this  promise,  till  the  l^toring 
of  Israel:  and  when  you  see  the  gentiles  bring  thy 
{u  e.  as  the  style  of  the  chapter  seems  to  import,  the 
sons  of  the  Israelites)  **  sons  in  their  arms,  and  thy 
**  daughters  be  carried  upon  their  shoulders,"  as  is 
promised  in  the  immediately  preceding  words ;  ydu 
may  conclude  that  then  **  kings  shall  be  thy  (i.  e. 
**  Israel's)  nursing  fathers,  and  queens  thy  nursing 
^  mothers/*  Thi^  seems  to  me  to  be  the  time  designed 
by  that  prophecy ;  and  I  guess  to  a  great  many  others, 
upon  an  atttentive  reading  that  chapter  in  Isaiah.  And 
to  all  such  this  text  will  do  you  little  service,  till  you 
make  out  the  meaning  of  it  better  than  by  barely 
quoting  of  it ;  which  will  scarce  ever  prove,  that  God 
hath  promised  that  so  many  princes  shall  be  friends  to 
the  true  religion,  that  it  will  be  better  for  the  true 
religion  that  princes  should  use  force  for  the  imposing 
or  propagating  of  their  religions,  than  not.  For  unl^s 
it  prove  that,  it  answers  not  the  author's  argument ;  as 
an  indifferent  reader  must  needs  &ee.  For  he  says  not 
^  truth  never,  but  she  seldom  hath  received,  and  he 
'*  iears  never  will  receive  (not  any,  but)  much  assist- 
^  ance  from  the  power  of  great  men,  to  whom  she  is 

**  BUT   RARELY   KNOWN,  AND   MORE   RARELY  WKL* 

"  come/*  And  therefore  to  this  of  Isaiah  pray  join  that 
of  St.  Paul^  1  Cor.  i.  &6,  **  Not  many  wise,  not  many 
"  mighty,  not  many  noble.** 

But  supposing  many  kings  were  to  be  nursing  fathers 
to  the  church,  and  that  this  prophecy  were  to  be  ful- 
filled in  this  age,  and  the  church  were  now  to  be  their 
nursery ;  it  is  I  think  more  proper  to  understand  this 
figurative  promise,  that  their  pains  and  discipline  were 
to  be  employed  on  those  in  the  church,  and  that  they 
should  feed  and  cherish  them,  rather  than  that  these 
words  meant  that  they  sihould  whip  those  that  were  out 
of  it.  And  therefore  this  text  will,  I  suppose,  upon  a 
just  consideration  of  it,  signify  very  Utile  against  the 
known  matter  of  fact,  which  the  author  urges;  unless 
you  can  fiqd  a  country  where  the  cudgel  and  the  scourge 
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are  more  the  badges  and  instruments  of  a  good  nurse, 
than  the  breast  and  the  bib ;  and  that  she  is  counted  a 
good  ntirse  of  her  own  child ,  who  busies  herself  in  whip- 
ping children  not  hers,  nor  belonging  to  her  nursery. 

"  The  fruits  which  give  you  no  encouragement  to 
^*  hope  for  any  advantage  from  the  author's  toleration, 
**  which  almost  all  but  the  church  of  England  enjoyed 
**  in  the  times  of  the  ^blessed  reformation,  as  it  was 
**  caUed^  you  tell  us,  were  sects  and  heresies,**  Here 
your  zeal  hangs  a  little  in  your  light.  It  is  not  the 
author^s  toleration  which  here  you  accuse.  That,  you 
know,  is  universal :  and  the  universality  of  it  is  that 
which  a  little  before  you  wondered  at,  and  complained 
of.  Had  it  been  the  author's  toleration,  it  could  not 
have  been  almost  all  but  the  church  of  England ;  but  it 
had  been  the  church  of  England  and  all  othei*s.  But  let 
us  take  it,  that  sects  and  heresies  were,  or  will  be  the 
fruits  of  a  free  toleration ;  i.  e.  men  are  divided  in  their 
opinions  and  ways  of  worship.  Differences  in  ways  of 
worship,  wherein  there  is  nothing  mixed  inconsistent 
with  the  true  religion,  will  not  hinder  men  from  salva* 
tion,  who  sincerely  follow  the  best  light  they  have; 
which  they  are  as  likely  to  do  under  toleration  as  force. 
And  as  for  difference  of  opinions,  speculative  opinions 
in  religion ;  I  think  I  may  safely  say,  that  there  are  scarce 
any-where  three  considering  men  (for  it  is  want  of  con- 
sideration you  would  punish)  who  are  in  their  opinions 
throughout  of  the  same  mind.  Thus  far  then,  if  chari^ 
be  preserved  (which  it  is  likelier  to  be  where  there  is 
toleration,  than  where  there  is  persecution),  though 
without  uniformity,  I  see  no  great  reason  to  complin 
of  those  ill  fraits  of  toleration. 

But  men  will  run,  as  they  did  in  the  late  times, 
into  **  dangerous  and  destructive  errours,  and  extrava- 
"  gant  ways  of  worship."  As  to  en'ours  in  opinion,  if 
men  upon  toleration  be  so  apt  to  vary  in  opinionts,  and 
run  so  wide  one  from  another,  it  is  evident  they  are 
not  so  averse  to  thinking  as  you  complain.  For  it  is 
bard  for  men,  not  under  force,  to  quit  one  opinion  and 
embrace  another,  without  thinking  of  them.  But  if 
there  be  danger  of  f  hat,  it  is  most  likely  the  mttional 
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religion  should  sweep  and  draw  to  itself  the  loose  and 
unthinking  part  of  men,  who  without  thought,  as  well 
as  without  any  contest  with  their  corrupt  nature^  may 
embrace  the  profession  of  the  countenanced  religion « 
and  join  in  outward  communion  with  the  great  and 
ruling  men  of  the  nation.  For  he  that  troubles  not  his 
head  at  all  about  religion^  what  other  can  so  well  suit 
him  as  the  national,  with  which  the  cry  and  preferments 
go ;  and  where,  it  beings  as  you  say,  presumable  that 
he  makes  that  his  profession  upon  conviction,  and 
that  he  is  in  earnest;  he  is  sure  to  be  orthodox,  with- 
out the  pains  of  examining,  and  has  the  law  and  go- 
vernment on  his  side  to  make  it  good  that  he  is  in  the 
right. 

But  seducers,  if  they  be  tolerated,  will  be  ready  at 
hand,  and  diligent;  and  men  will  hearken  to  them. 
Seducers  have  surely  no  force  on  their  side,  to  make 
people  hearken.  And  if  this  be  so,  there  is  a  remedy  at 
hand,  better  than  force ;  if  you  and  your  friends  will 
use  it,  which  cannot  but  prevail;  and  that  is,  let  the  mi- 
nisters of  truth  be  as  diligent ;  and  they  bringing  truth 
with  them,  truth  obvious  and  easy  to  be  understood,  as 
you  say  what  is  necessary  to  salvation  is,  cannot  but 
prevail. 

But  seducers  are  hearkened  to,  because  they  teach 
opinions  favourable  to  men's  lusts.  Let  the  magistrate, 
as  is  his  duty,  hinder  the  practices  which  their  lusts 
would  carry  them  to,  and  the  advantage  will  be  still  on 
the  side  of  truth. 

After  all,  sir,  if,  as  the  apostle  tells  the  Corinthian^, 
1  Cor.  xi.  19,  "  There  must  be  heresies  amongst  you, 
"  that  they  which  are  approved  may  be  made  manifest;'' 
which,  I  beseech  you,  is  best  for  the  salvation  of  men's 
souls;  that  they  should  enquii^,  hear,  examine,  consider, 
and  then  have  the  liberty  to  profess  what  they  are  per- 
suaded of;  or  that,  having  considered,  they  should  be 
forced  not  to  own  or  follow  their  persuasions ;  or  else 
that,  being  of  the  national  religion,  they  should  go 
ignorantly  on  without  any  consideration  at  all?  In  one 
case,  if  your  penalties  prevail,  men  are  forced  to  act 
contrary  to  their  consciences,  which  is  not  the  way  to 
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salvation ;  and  if  the  penalties  prevail  not,  you  have  the 
same  fruits,  sects  and  heresies,  as  under  toleration  :  in 
the  other,  it  is  true,  those  ignorant,  loose,  unthinldng 
conformists  do  not  break  company  with  those  who  em- 
brace the  truth  that  will  save  them;  but  I  fear  can 
no  more  be  said  to  have  any  share  in  it,  than  those  who 
openly  dissent  from  it.  For  it  is  not  being  in  the  com« 
pany,  but  having  on  the  wedding«garment,  that  keeps 
men  from  being  bound  hand  and  foot,  and  cast  into  the 
dreadful  and  eternal  prison. 

You  tell  us,  *^  Force  has  a  proper  efficacy  to  procure 
*'  the  enlightening  of  the  understanding,  and  the  pro- 
*^  duction  of  belief,"  viz.  by  making  men  consider.  But 
your  ascribing  men*s  aversion  to  examine  matters  of  re* 
ligion  to  the  corruption  of  their  nature;  force,  your  way 
applied  (i.  e.  so  that  men  avoid  the  penalties  by  an  out- 
ward conformity),  cannot  have  any  proper  efficacy  to 
procure  consideration ;  since  men  may  outwardly  con- 
form, and  retain  their  corruption  and  aversion  to  consi- 
deration ;  and  upon  this  account  force  your  way  applied 
is  absolutely  impertinent. 

But  further;  if  force  has  such  a  proper  efficacy  to  pro- 
cure the  production  of  belief,  it  will  do  more  harm  than 
good,  employed  by  any  but  orthodox  magistrates.  But 
how  to  put  it  only  into  orthodox  hands  is  the  difficulty. 
For  I  think  I  have  proved,  that  if  orthodox  magistrates 
may^  and  ought  to  use  force,  for  the  promoting  their  re- 
ligion ;  all  that  think  themselves  orthodox  are  obliged  to 
use  it  too.  And  this  may  serve  for  an  answer  to  aU  that 
you  have  said,  p.  16. 

I  having  said,  "  Whatever  indirect  efficacy  there  be 
**  in  force  applied  by  the  magistrate  your  way,  it 
**  makes  against  you ;  force  used  by  the  magistrate  to 
*^  bring  men  to  consider  those  reasons  and  arguments 
**  which  are  proper  and  sufficient  to  convince  them, 
"  but  which,  without  being  forced,  they  would  not 
"  consider ;  may,  say  you,  he  serviceable  indirectly  and 
*^  at  a  distance  to  make  men  embrace  the  truth  which 

must  save  them.     And  thus,  say  I,  it  may  be  s^- 

viceable  to  bring  men  to  receive  and  embrace  false- 
"  hood,  which  will  destroy  them.'*     To  this  you,  with 
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great  triumph,  reply, — **  How,  sir,  may  foix»  be  ysed 
*^  by  the  magistrate,  to  bring  men  to  consider  those 
*^  reasons  and  arguments  which  are  proper  and  suffi- 
**  cient  to  convince  them,  be  serviceable  to  bring  men 
^  to  embrace  falsehood,  such  falsehood  as  will  destroy 
'^  them  ?  It  seems  then  there  are  reasons  and  arguments 
*'  which  are  proper  and  sufficient  to  convince  men  of 
'*  the  truth  of  falsehood,  which  will  destroy.  Which 
"  is  certainly  a  very  extraordinary  discovery,  though 
*^  such  as  no  man  can  have  any  reason  to  thank  you 
*♦  for/' 

In  the  first  place  let  me  ask  you,  Where  did  you 
find,  or  from  what  words  of  mine  do  you  infer  that 
notable  proposition,  ^^  That  there  are  reasons  and  ar- 
'*  guments  proper  and  sufficient  to  convince  men  of 
'*  the  truth  of  falsehood  ?"  If  a  magistrate  of  the  true 
religion  may  use  force  to  make  men  consider  reasons 
and  arguments  proper  to  convince  men  of  the  truth  of 
his  religion,  may  not  a  prince  of  a  false  religion  use 
force  to  make  men  consider  reasons  and  arguments 
proper  and  sufficient  to  convince  them  of  what  he  be* 
lieves  to  be  true  ?  And  may  not  force  thus  be  service- 
able to  bring  men  to  receive  and  embrace  falsehood  ? 

In  the  next  place,  did  youj  who  argue  with  so  much 
school-subtility,  as  if  you  drank  it  in  at  the  very  foun- 
tain ;  never  hear  of  such  an  ill  way  of  arguing  as  "  a 
**  conjunctis  ad  divisa?"  There  are  no  arguments 
proper  and  suffident  to  bring  a  man  into  the  belief  of 
what  is  in  itself  false,  whilst  he  knows  or  believes  it  to 
be  false;  therefore  there  are  no  arguments  proper  and 
sufficient  to  bring  a  man  into  the  belief  of  what  is  in 
itself  false,  which  he  neither  knows  nor  believes  to  be 
so,  A  senior  sophister  would  be  laughed  at  for  such 
logic.  And  yet  this  is  all  you  say  in  that  sentence  you 
erect  for  a  trophy,  "  to  convince  men  of  the  truth  of 
*'  falsehood  ;**  which,  though  not  my  words,  but  such 
as  you  in  your  way  supply  from  what  I  said,  you  ai*e 
exceedingly  pleased  with,  and  think  their  very  repeating 
a  triumph.  But  though  there  are  no  arguments  pro- 
per and  sufficient  to  convince  men  of  the  truth  of  false- 
hood, as  falsehood  ;  yet  I  hope  you  will  aliow  iiiai  wur^ 
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are  arguments  proper  and  sufficient  to  make  men  receive 
fklsehoods  for  truths ;  why  else  do  you  complain  of  se- 
ducers ?  And  those  who  embrace  falsehoods  for  truths, 
do  it  under  the  appearance  of  truth,  misled  by  those 
arguments  which  make  it  appear  so,  and  so  convince 
them.  And  that  magistrates,  who  take  their  religion 
to  be  true,  though  it  be  not  so,  may  with  force  use  such 
arguments,  you  will,  I  think,  grant. 

But  you  talk,  as  if  nobody  could  have  arguments 
proper  and  sufficient  to  convince  another,  but  he  that 
was  of  your  way,  or  your  church.  This  indeed  is  a 
new  and  very  extraordinary  discovery,  and  such  as  your 
brethren,  if  you  can  convince  them  of  it,  will  have 
reason  to  thank  you  for.  For  if  any  one  was  ever  by 
arguments  and  reasons  brought  off,  or  seduced  from 
your  church,  to  be  a  dissenter;  there  were  then,  I 
think,  reasons  and  arguments  proper  and  sufficient  to 
convince  him.  I  will  not  name  to  you  again  Mr. 
Reynolds,  because  you  have  charity  enough  to  question 
his  sincerity.  Though  his  leaving  his  country,  friends, 
and  acquaintance,  may  be  presumed  as  great  a  mark  of 
his  being  convinced  and  in  earnest,  as  it  is  for  one  to 
write  for  a  national  religion  in  a  country  where  it  is 
uppermost.  I  will  not  yet  deny,  but  that,  in  you,  it 
may  be  pure  zeal  for  the  true  religion,  which  you 
would  have  assisted  with  the  magistrate's  force.  And 
since  you  seem  so  much  concerned  for  your  sincerity  in 
the  argument,  it  must  be  granted  you  deserve  the  cha- 
racter of  a  well-meaning  man,  who  own  your  sincerity 
in  a  way  so  little  advantageous  to  your  judgment. 

But  if  Mr.  Reynolds,  in  your  opinion,  was  misled  by 
corrupt  ends,  or  secular  interest;  what  do  you  think 
of  a  prince  [James  II.]  now  living?  Will  you  doubt 
his  sincerity  ?  or  that  he  was  convinced  of  the  truth 
of  the  religion  he  professed,  who  ventured  three  crowns 
for  it  ?  What  do  you  think .  of  Mr.  Chillingworth, 
when  he  left  the  church  of  England  for  the  Romish 
profession  ?  Did  he  do  it  without  being  convinced  that 
that  was  right?  Or  was  he  convinced  with  reasons 
and  arguments,  not  proper  or  sufficient  to  convince 
him? 
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•  But  certainly  this  could  not  be  true,  because,  as  you 
say,  p.  25,  the  scripture  does  not  teach  any  thing  of  it. 
Or  perhaps  those  that  leave  your  communion  do  it  al- 
ways without  being  convinced,  and  only  think  they  are 
convinced  when  they  are  not:  or  are  convinced  with 
arguments  not  proper  and  sufficient  to  convince  them. 
If  nobody  can  convince  another,  but  he  that  has  truth 
on  his  side,*  you  do  more  honour  to  the  **  first  and  se- 
•*  cond  letter  conceniing  toleration,**  than  is  for  the 
advantage  or  your  cause,  when  you  impute  to  them 
the  increase  of  sects  and  heresies  amongst  us.  And 
there  are  some,  even  of  the  church  of  England,  have 
professed  themselves  so  fully  satisfied  by  the  reasons  and 
arguments  in  the  first  of  them,  that  though  I  dare  not 
be  positive  to  you,  whose  privilege  it  is  to  convince 
men  that  they  are  convinced ;  yet  I  may  say  it  is  as 
presumable  they  are  convinced,  having  owned  it,  as  it 
is  presumable  that  all  that  are  conformists  are  made  so 
upon  reason  and  conviction. 

This  I  suppose,  may  serve  for  an  answer  to  your  next 
words,  *^  That  God  in  his  just  judgment  will  send  such 
**  as  receive  not  the  love  of  truth,  that  they  may  be 
**  saved,  but  reject  it  for  the  pleasure  they  have  in 
**  unrighteousness,  svipyctav  irxdyr^^f  strong  delusion,  i.  e. 
'*  such  reasons  and  arguments  as  will  prevail  with  men, 
**  so  disposed,  to  believe  a  lie,  that  they  may  be  damn- 
*'  ed ;  this  you  confess  the  scripture  plainly  teaches  us. 
**  But  that  there  are  any  such  reasons  or  arguments  as 
**  are  proper  and  sufficient  to  convince  or  satisfy  any 
**  but  such  resolute  and  obdurate  sinners,  of  the  truth 
**  of  such  falsehood  as  will  destroy  them,  is  a  position 
"  which  you  are  sure  the  scripture  doth  not  teach  us ; 
**  and  which,  you  tell  me,  when  I  have  better  consi- 
**  dcred  it,  you  hope  I  will  not  undertake  to  maintain. 
•*  And  yet  if  it  be  not  maintainable,  what  I  say  here 

is  to  no  purpose :  for  if  there  be  no  such  reasons  and 

arguments  as  here  we  speak  of,  it  is  in  vain  to  talk 
**  of  the  magistrate's  using  force  to  make  men  consider 
«  them." 

But  if  you  are  still  of  the  mind,  that  no  magistrate 
but  those  who  are  of  the  true  religion,  can  have  argu- 
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inents  backed  with  force,  proper  and  sufficient  to  con- 
vince; and  that  in  England  none  but  resolute  obdu* 
rate  sinners  ever  forsook  or  forbore  the  communion  of 
the  church  of  England,  upon  reasons  and  arguments 
that  satisfy  or  convince  them,  I  shall  leave  you  to  enjoy 
so  charitable  an  opinion. 

But  as  to  the  usefulness  of  force,  your  way  applied,  I 
shall  lay  you  down  again  the  same  argument  I  used  be* 
fore ;  though  in  words  lest  fitted  for  your  way  of  rea- 
soning on  them,  now  I  know  your  talent.  If  there  be 
any  efficacy  in  force  to  bring  men  to  any  persuasion,  it 
will,  your  way  applied,  bring  more  men  to  errour  than 
to  truth.  Your  way  of  using  it  is  only  to  punish  men 
for  not  being  of  the  national  religion ;  which  is  the  only 
way  you  do,  or  can  apply  force,  without  a  toleration. 
Nonconformity  is  the  fault  that  is  punished;  which 
fault,  when  it  ceases,  the  punishment  ceases.  But  yet 
to  make  them  consider,  is  the  end  for  which  they  are 
punished ;  but  whether  it  be  or  be  not  intended  to  make 
men  consider,  it  alters  nothing  in  the  case.  Now,  I 
say,  that  since  all  magistrates  who  believe  their  religion 
to  be  true,  are  as  much  obliged  to  use  force  to  bring 
their  subjects  to  it,  as  if  it  were  true ;  and  since  most  of 
the  national  religions  of  the  world  are  erroneous  if 
force  made  use  of  to  bring  men  to  the  national  religion, 
by  punishing  dissenters,  have  any  efficacy,  let  it  be 
what  it  will ;  indirect  and  at  a  distance,  if  you  please ; 
it  is  like  to  do  twenty  times  more  harm  than  good ;  be- 
cause of  the  national  religions  of  the  world,  to  speak 
much  within  compass,  there  are  above  twenty  wrong 
for  one  that  is  right. 

Indeed,  could  force  be  directed  to  drive  all  men  in- 
differently, who  are  negligent  and  backward  in  it,  to 
study,  examine,  and  consider  seriously  matters  of  re- 
ligion, and  search  out  the  truth ;  and  if  men  were,  upon 
their  study  and  examination,  permitted  to  follow  what 
appears  to  them  to  be  right ;  you  might  have  some  pre- 
tence for  force,  as  serviceable  to  truth  in  making  men 
consider.  But  this  is  impossible,  but  under  a  tolera- 
tion. And  I  doubt  whether,  even  there,  force  can  be 
so  applied^  as  to  make  men  consider  and  impartially 
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examine  what  is  true  in  the  professed  religions  of  the 
world,  and  to  embrace  it.  This  at  least  is  certain,  that 
where  punishments  pursue  men,  like  outlying  deer, 
only  to  the  pale  of  the  national  church;  and,  when 
once  they  are  within  that,  leave  them  free  there  and  at 
ease ;  it  can  do  no  service  to  the  true  religion,  even  in 
a  country  where  the  national  is  the  true.  For  the  p&* 
nalties  ceasing  as  soon  as  men  are  got  within  the  pale 
and  communion  of  the  church,  they  help  not  men  at 
all  against  that  which  you  assign  as  the  great  hindrance 
to  the  true  religion,  and  which  therefore,  in  your  opi* 
nion,  makes  force  necessary  to  assist  it. 

For  there  being  no  necessity  that  men  should  leave 
either  their  vices  or  corruption,  or  so  much  as  their  igt 
norance,  to  get  within  the  pale  of  the  church ;  force, 
your  way  applied,  serves  only  to  bring  them,  even  in 
the  few  christian  and  orthodox  countries,  to  the  profes^ 
sion,  not  to  the  knowledge,  belief,  or  practice,  of  the 
true  religion* 

You  say,  corrupt  nature  inclines  men  from  the  true 
religion  to  false  ones ;  and  moderate  force  is  requisite 
to  make  such  men  consider.  But  ^such  men  as,  out  of 
corrupt  nature,  and  for  their  ease  and  carnal  pleasures, 
choose  an  erroneous  religion  without  considering,  will 
again,  as  soon  as  they  can  find  their  choice  incommoded 
by  those  penalties,  consult  the  same  corrupt  nature  and 
^  carnal  appetites,  and,  without  considering  any  thing 
further,  conform  to  that  religion  where  they  can  best 
enjoy  themselves.  It  is  only  the  conscientious  part  of 
dissenters,  such  as  dissent  not  out  of  indulgence  to  cor- 
rupt nature,  but  out  of  persuasion,  who  will  not  con- 
form without  considering  as  they  ought.  And  there* 
fore  your  argument  from  corrupt  nature,  is  out  of  doors. 
If  moderate  penalties  serve  only  to  work  on  those  who 
are  led  by  con*upt  nature,  they  are  of  no  use  but  to  fill 
the  church  with  hypocrites;  that  is,  to  make  those 
men  worse  hypocrites  than  they  were  before,  by  a  new 
act  of  hypocrisy ;  and  to  corrupt  the  manners  of  the 
rest  of  the  church,  by  their  converse  with  these.  And 
whether  this  be  fbr  the  salvation  of  souls,  as  is  pre- 
tended, or  for  some  other  end,  that  the  priests  of  all 
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religions  have  generally  so  earnestly  contended  for  it,  I 
leave  to  be  considered.  For  as  for  those  who  dissent 
out  of  persuasion,  I  suspect  your  moderate  penalties 
will  have  little  effect  upon  them.  For  such  men  being 
awed  by  the  fear  of  hell-fire,  if  that  fear  will  not  make 
them  consider  better  than  they  have  done,  moderate 
penalties  will  be  too  weak  to  work  upon  them.  It  is 
well  if  dragooning  and  martyring  can  do  it. 

But  you  add,  "  May  it  not  be  true,  nevertheless,  that 
**  force  your  way  applied  may  be  serviceable,  indirectly 
^  and  at  a  distance,  to  bring  men  to  embrace  the  truth 
"  which  may  save  them?  which  is  all  you  are  con- 
••  cerned  here  to  make  good.*'  So  that  if  it  may 
possibly  happen  that  it  should  ever  bring  two  men  to 
embrace  the  truth,  you  have  gained  your  point,  and 
overthrown  toleration,  by  the  usefulness  and  necessity 
there  is  of  force.  For  without  being  forced  these  two 
men  would  never  have  considered ;  which  is  more  yet 
than  you  know,  unless  you  are  of  his  private  council, 
who  only  can  tell  when  the  season  of  grace  is  past,  and 
the  time  come  that  preaching,  intreaty,  instruction, 
and  persuasion  shall  never  after  prevail  upon  a  man. 
But  whatever  you  are  here  concerned  to  make  good,  are 
you  not  also  concerned  to  remember  what  you  say; 
where  declaring  against  the  magistrate's  having  a  power 
to  use  what  may  any  way,  at  any  time,  upon  any  per- 
son, by  any  accident,  be  usefid  towards  the  promoting 
the  true  religion,  you  say,  "  Who  sees  not  that  how- 
**  ever  such  means  might  chance  to  hit  right  in  some 
**  few  cases,  yet,  upon  the  whole  matter,  they  would 
certainly  do  a  great  deal  more  harm  than  good ;  and 
in  all  pleas  (making  use  of  my  words)  for  any  thing 
^*  because  of  its  usefulness,  it  is  not  enough  to  say  that 
it  may  be  serviceable,  but  it  must  be  considered,  not 
only  what  it  may,  but  what  it  is  likely  to  produce ; 
and  the  greater  good  or  harm  like  to  come  from  it, 
ought  to  determine  the  use  of  it  ?" 
You  proceed  and  tell  me,  that  I,  "  not  content  to 
say  that  force  your  way  applied  (i.  e.  to  bring  men 
to  embrace  the  truth  which  must  save  them)  may  be 
♦*  serviceable  to  bring  men  to  embrace  falsehood  which 
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will  destroy  them ;  and  so  is  proper  to  do  as  much 
'*  barm  as  good  (which  seems  strange  enough ;)  I  add 
"  (to  increase  the  wonder),  that  in  your  indirect  way  it 
*^  is  much  more  proper  and  likely  to  make  men  receive 
^'  and  embrace  errour,  than  the  truth  :  and  that,  1.  Be« 
^*  cause  men  out  of  the  right  way  are  apt,  and  I  think 
^^  I  may  say  apter,  to  use  force  than  others ;  which  is 
*'  doubtless  an  irrefragable  demonstration,  that  force 
*^  used  by  the  magistrate  to  bring  men  to  receive  and 
**  embrace  the  truth  which  must  save  them,  is  much 
*'  more  proper  and  likely  to  make  men  receive  errour 
"  than  the  truth/'  And  then  you  ask  me,  **  How  we 
"  come  to  talk  here  of  what  men  out  of  the  right  way 
^^  are  apt  to  do,  to  bring  others  into  their,  i.  e.  a  wrong 
way;  where  we  are  only  inquiring,  what  may  be 
done  to  bring  men  to  the  right  way.  For  you  must 
put  me  in  mind,  you  say,  that  this  is  our  question, 
viz.  Whether  the  magistrate  has  any  right  to  use  force 
to  bring  men  to  the  true  religion.*'  Whether  the 
magistrate  has  a  right  to  use  force  in  matters  of  re- 
ligion, as  you  more  truly  state  it,  p.  78,  is  the  main 
question  between  us,  I  confess.  But  the  question  here 
between  us  is  about  the  usefulness  of  force  your  way 
applied ;  which  being  to  punish  dissenters  as  dissenters, 
to  make  them  consider,  I  showed  would  do  more  harm 
than  good.  And  to  this  you  were  here  answering. 
Wherel)y,  I  suppose,  it  is  plain  that  the  question  here 
is  about  the  usefulness  of  force,  so  appUed.  And  I 
doubt  not  but  my  i*eaders,  who  are  not  concerned, 
when  the  question  in  debate  v/ill  not  serve  your  turn,  to 
have  another  substituted,  will  take  this  for  a  regular 
and  natural  way  of  arguing,  viz.  **  That  force,  your 
'^  way  applied,  is  more  proper  and  likely  to  make  men 
*^  embrace  en*our  than  the  truth ;  because  men  out  of 
''  the  right  way  are  as  apt,  I  think  I  may  say  apter,  to 
"  use  force  than  others."  You  need  not  then  ask  as 
you  do,  ^^  How  we  come  to  talk  here  of  men  out  of  the 
"  right  way."  You  see  how.  If  you  do  not,  I  know 
not  what  help  there  is  for  your  eyes.  And  I  must  con- 
tent myself  that  any  other  reader  that  has  eyes,  will  not 
miss  it.    And  I  wonder  that  you  should:  since  you 
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know  I  have  on  several  occasions  argued  against  the  use 
of  force  in  matters  of  religion,  upon  a  supposition,  that 
if  any  one,  then  all  magistrates,  have  a  just  pretehce 
and  right  to  use  it ;  which  has  served  you  in  some  places 
for  matter  of  great  reproof,  and,  in  others,  of  sport  and 
diversion.  But  because  so  plain  a  thing  as  that  was 
so  strange  to  you,  that  you  thought  it  a  ridiculous  pa- 
radox to  say,  "  That  for  all  magistrates  to  suppose  the 
"  religion  they  believed  to  be  tnie,  was  equally  just 
"  and  reasonable ;"  and  because  you  took  no  notice  of 
the  words  adjoined  that  proved  it,  viz.  "  Unless  we  can 
*•  imagine  every-where  but  in  England  [or  where  the 
national  religion  is  the  true]  men  believe  what  at  the 
same  time  they  think  to  be  a  lye ;"  I  have  taken  the 
pains  to  prove  it  to  you  more  at  large  in  another  place, 
and  therefore  shall  make  bold  to  use  it  here  as  an  ar- 
gument against  force,  viz.  That  if  it  have  any  efficacy, 
it  will  do  more  harm  than  good :  *^  Because  men  out  of 
**  the  right  way  are  as  apt,  or  apter  to  use  it  :**  and  I 
shall  think  it  a  good  one  till  you  have  answered  it. 

It  is  a  good  and  a  sui*e  way,  and  showd  a  zeal  to  the 
cause,  still  to  hold  fast  the  conclusion^  and,  whatever 
be  in  debate,  return  still  to  one's  old  position.  I  arguing 
against  what  you  say  for  the  use  of  force,  viz.  "  That 
"  force  used  not  to  convince  by  its  own  proper  efficacy, 
'*  but  only  to  make  men  consider,  might  indirectly, 
and  at  a  distance,  do  some  service  towards  the  bring- 
ing men  to  embrace  the  truth;*'  after  other  argu- 
ments against  it,  I  say,  that  "  whatever  efficacy  there 
**  is  in  force,  your  way  applied,  i.  e.  to  punish  all, 
•*  and  none  but,  dissenters  from  the  national  church, 
"  makes  against  you :"  and  the  first  reason  I  give  for 
it,  is  in  these  words :  **  Because  men  out  of  the  right 
•*  way,  are  as  apt  or  apter  to  use  force  than  others.** 
Which  is  what  you  are  here  answering.  And  what  can 
be  done  better  to  answer  it,  than  to  the  words  I  have 
above  cited,  to  subjoin  these  following?  "  Now  where- 
as our  author  says,  that  penalties  of  force  is  abso- 
lutely impertinent  in  this  case,  because  it  is  not  pro- 
per to  convince  the  mind ;  to  which  you  answer,  that, 
"  though  force  be  not  proper  to  convince  the  mind, 
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**  yet  it  is  not  absolutely  impertinent  in  this  case>  be- 
cause it  may,  however,  do  some  service  towards  the 
bringing  men  to  embrace  the  truth  which  must  save 
them,  by  bringing  them  to  consider  those  reasons 
and  arguments  which  are  proper  to  convince  the 
mind;  and  which,  without  being  forced,  they  would 
**  not  consider."  Here  I  tell  you,  "  No;  but  it  is 
**  much  more  proper  and  likely  to  make  men  receive 
**  and  embrace  errour  than  truth ;  because  men  out  of 
*•*  the  right  way  are  as  apt,  and  perhaps  apter,  to  use 
•*  force  than  others."  Which  you  tell  me,  "  is  as 
"  good  a  proof  you  lielieve  as  the  thing  would  admit ; 
*•  for  otherwise,  you  suppose,  I  would  have  given  you 
"  a  better. "  And  thus  you  have  certainly  gained  the 
cause.  For  I  having  proved  that  force,  your  way  ap- 
plied, whatever  efficacy  it  had,  would  do  more  harm 
than  good,  have  not  sufficiently  proved  that  it  cannot 
do  some  service  towards  the  bringing  men  to  embrace 
the  truth ;  and  therefore  it  is  not  absolutely  imperti- 
nent. But  since  you  think  this  apt  enough  to  pi*ove  the 
use  of  force  in  matters  of  religion  impertinent,  I  shall 
farther  show  you  that  force,  applied  your  way  to  make 
people  consider,  and  so  to  make  them  embrace  the  truth, 
is  impertinent. 

Your  way  is  to  lay  penalties  on  men  for  nonconfor- 
mity, as  you  say,  to  make  men  consider :  now  here  let 
me  ask  any  one  but  you,  whether  it  be  not  utterly  im- 
pertinent so  to  lay  penalties  on  men,  to  make  them  con- 
sider, when  they  can  avoid  those  penalties  without  con- 
sidering ?  But  because  it  is  not  enough  to  prove  force 
your  way  applied,  utterly  impertinent,  I  shall  show  you 
in  the  next  place,  that  were  a  law  made  to  punish  not 
barely  nonconformity,  but  nonconsideration,  those  pe- 
nalties, laid  on  not  considering,  would  be  utterly  im- 
pertinent ;  because  it  could  never  be  proved  that  a  man 
had  not  considered  the  arguments  offered  him.  And 
therefore  all  law-makers  till  you,  in  all  their  penal  laws 
about  religion,  laid  all  their  penalties  upon  not  embrac- 
itlg ;  and  it  was  against  that  that  our  author  was  argu- 
ing, when  he  said  penalties,  in  this  case,  are  absolutely 
impertinent ;  because  they  are  not  proper  to  convince 
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the  mind.  For  in  that  case,  when  penalties  are  laid  on 
men  for  not  embracing,  it  is  plain  they  are  used  as  a 
means  to  make  men  embrace;  which,  since  those  who 
are  careless  in  matters  of  religion  can  do  without  con- 
sidering, and  those  who  are  conscientious  cannot  do 
without  conviction ;  and  since  penalties  can  in  no  wise 
convince ;  this  use  of  them  is  absolutely  impertinent, 
and  will  always  be  so  till  you  can  show  a  way  how  they 
can  be  used  in  religion,  not  as  motives  to  embrace,  but 
as  motives  barely  to  make  men  consider.  For  if  you 
punish  them  on  when  they  tell  you  they  have  considei^ed 
your  arguments,  but  are  not  convinced  by  them  ;  and 
you  judge  of  their  having  not  considered,  by  nothing 
but  their  not  embracing ;  it  is  plain  you  use  penalties 
instead  of  arguments  to  convince  them  ;  since  without 
conviction,  those  whom  our  author  pleads  for,  cannot 
embrace  ;  and  those  who  do  embrace  without  convic- 
tion^ it  is  all  one  as  if  they  did  not  embrace  at  all ;  they 
being  not  one  jot  the  more  in  the  way  of  salvation; 
and  so  penalties  are  absolutely  impertinent.  But  em- 
bracing in  the  sense  of  the  law  and  yours  too^  when  you 
say  men  have  not  considered  as  they  ought  as  long  as 
they  reject ;  is  nothing  but  outward  conformity,  or  an 
outward  profession  of  embracing,  wherewith  the  law  is 
satisfied,  and  upon  which  the  penalties  cease.  Now 
penalties  used  to  make  men  in  this  sense  embrace,  are 
absolutely  impertinent  to  bring  men  to  embrace  in 
earnest,  or  as  the  author  calls  it,  believe :  because  an 
outward  profession,  which  in  this  case  is  the  immediate 
end  to  which  penalties  are  directed,  and  beyond  which 
they  do  not  reach,  is  no  proper  means  to  produce  in  men 
consideration,  conviction,  or  believing. 

What  can  be  more  impertinent  than  to  vex  and  dis- 
ease people  with  the  use  of  force,  to  no  purpose  ?  and 
that  force  must  needs  be  to  no  purpose,  which  is  so  ap- 
plied as  to  leave  the  end  for  which  it  is  pretended  to  be 
used,  without  the  means,  which  is  acknowledged  neces- 
sary for  its  attainment.  That  this  is  so  in  your  way  of 
using  force,  will  easily  appear  from  your  hypothesis. 
You  tell  us  at  large  in  your  **  Argument  considered," 
tliat  men's  lusts  hinder  them  from  even  impartial  consi* 


A  Third  Letkr/kr  TWbreKjM,  BBS 

deration  and  examination  of  matters  in  relifion :  and 
therefore  force  is  necessary  to  remove  this  hindrance. 
Yott  tell  us  likewise  at  large  in  your  letter,  that  men's 
corrupt  nature  and  beloved  lusts  hinder  them  also  frook 
embracing  the  true  religion,  and  that  force  is  necessary 
likewise  to  remove  this  obstacle.  Now  in  your  way 
of  using  force,  wherein  penalties  are  laid  on  men  till, 
and  no  longer  than  till,  they  are  made  outwardly  to 
conform,  force  is  so  applied,  that  notwithstanding  tbt 
intention  of  the  law-^maker,  let  it  be  what  it  will,  nei- 
ther the  obstacle  to  impartial  examination,  arising  from 
men's  lusts,  nor  the  aversion  to  the  embracing  tbe  tru^ 
religion,  arising  from  men^s  corrupt  nature,  can  be  re^ 
moved,  unless  they  can  be  removed  without  that,  which 
you  suppo^  necessary  to  their  removal.  For  since  a 
man  may  conform,  without  being  under  the  neoessity 
of  impartial  examining  or  embracing  on  the  one  band, 
or  suffering  the  penalties  on  the  oth^ ;  it  is  unavoid- 
able, that  he  should  neither  impartially  examine  nor 
embrace,  if  penalties  are  necessary  to  make  him  do 
either ;  because  penalties,  which  are  the  necessary  re* 
medies  to  remove  those  hindrances,  were  never  applied 
to  them ;  and  so  those  obstacles  not  being  removed  for 
want  of  their  necessary  remedy,  must  continue  on  to 
hinder  both  examining  and  embracing.  For  penalties 
cannot  be  used  as  a  means  to  any  end,  or  be  applied  to 
the  procuring  any  action  to  be  done,  which  a  man  ih>m 
his  lusts,  or  any  other  cause,  has  an  aversion  to ;  but 
by  putting  them  as  it  were  in  one  scale  as  a  counterba^ 
lance  to  that  aversion,*  and  the  action  in  the  other  scale*  ' 
and  putting  a  man  under  the  necessity  of  choosing  tlie 
one  or  the  other :  where  that  is  not  done,  the  penalty 
may  be  avoided,  the  aversion  or  obstacle  hath  nothing 
to  remove  it,  and  so  the  action  must  remain  undone. 
So  that  if  penalties  be  necessary  to  make  men  impar* 
tially  examine  and  really  embrace ;  if  penalties  are  "not 
so  laid  on  men  as  to  make  the  alternative  to  be  either 
suffering  the  penalties  or  conforming ;  it  is  impossible 
that  men  who  without  penalties  would  not  impartially 
examine,  or  really  embrace,  the  true  religioni  shoukl 
VOL.  v.  2  c 
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ever  do  either ;  and  then  I  beseech  you  consider  whe- 
ther penalties,  your  way  applied,  be  impertinent  or  no. 

The  necessity  of  penalties  is  only  where  there  is  some 
inclination  or  bias  in  a  man,  whencesoever  arising,  that 
keeps  him  from  doing  something  in  his  power,  which 
he  cannot  be  brought  to  without  the  inconveniencies 
of  some  penal  infliction.  The  efficacy  of  penalties  lies 
in  this,  that  the  inconvenience  to  be  suffered  by  the 
penalties  overbalances  the  bias  or  indination  which 
leans  the  man  the  other  way,  and  so  removes  the  ob- 
stacle ;  and  the  application  of  this  remedy  lies  only  in 
putting  a  man  ynder  the  necessary  choice  either  of 
doing  the  action,  or  suffering  the  penalty :  so  that  in 
whatever  case  a  man  has  not  been  put  under  that  ne- 
cessity,  there  penalties  have  never  been  applied  to  the 
procuring  that  action :  for  the  obstacle,  or  aversion  to 
it,  has  never  had  its  necessary  remedy. 

Perhaps  you  will  say,  it  is  not  absolutely  impertinent, 
because  it  may  possibly  *^  do  some  service  indirectly 
^*  and  at  a  distance,^  and  be  the  occasion  that  some 
may  consider  and  embrace.  If  whatever  may  by  ac« 
cident  contribute  to  any  end,  may  be  used  not  imper- 
tinently as  a  means  to  that  end,  nothing  that  I  know 
can  be  impertinent ;  and  a  penalty  of  twelve  pence  a 
time  laid  on  them  for  being  drank,  may  be  said  to  be  a 
pertinent  means,  to  make  men  cartesians,  or  conform- 
ists:  because  it  may  indirectly  and  at  a  distance  do 
some  service,  by  being  an  occasion  to  make  some  men 
consider  their  mispending  their  time ;  whereby  it  may 
happen  that  one  may  betake  himself  to  the  study  of  phi- 
loiophy*  where  he  may  meet  with  arguments  proper 
and  fit  to  convince  him  of  the  truth  of  that  philosophy; 
as  another  betaking  himself  to  the  study  of  divinity, 
may  consider  arguments  proper  and  fit  to  make  him, 
whether  it  be  in  England,  Holland,  or  Denmark,  of  the 
national  profession,  which  he  was  not  of  before. 

Just  thus,  and  no  otherwise,  does  twelve  pence  a  Sun- 
day, or  any  other  penalty  laid  on  nonconformity,  make 
men  study  and  embrace  the  true  religion ;  and  whatever 
you  will  call  the  service  it  does,  direct  or  indirect,  near 
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or  at  a  distance,  it  is  plain  it  produces  that  effect,  and 
conduces  to  that  end  merely  by  accident ;  and  there* 
fore  must  be  allowed  to  be  impertinent  to  be  used  to 
that  pur{K)se. 

That  your  way  of  using  force  in  matters  of  religion, 
even  in  a  country  where  the  magistrate  is  of  the  true 
religion,  is  absolutely  impertinent ;  I  shall  further  shew 
you  from  your  own  position. 

Here  in  the  entrance  give  me  leave  to  observe  to 
you,  that  you  confound  two  things  very  different,  viz. 
your  way  of  applying  force,  and  the  end  for  which  you 
pretend  to  use  it.  And  this  perhaps  may  be  it  which 
contributes  to  cast  that  mist  about  your  eyes,  that  you 
always  return  to  the  same  place,  and  stic^  to  the  same 
gross  mistake.  For  here  you  say ;  ^'  Force,  your  way 
"  applied,  f.  e.  to  bring  men  to  embrace  the  truth 
'*  which  must  save  them  : "  but,  sir,  to  bring  men  to 
embrace  the  truth,  is  not  your  way  of  applying  force, 
but  the  end  for  which  you  pretend  it  is  applied.  Your 
way  to  punish  men,  as  you  say,  moderately  for  being 
dissenters  from  the  national  religion ;  this  is  your  way 
of  using  force.  Now,  if  in  this  way  of  using  it,  force 
does  service  merely  by  accident,  you  will  then,  I  sup- 
pose,  allow  it  to  be  absolutely  impertinent  For  you 
say,  '*  If  by  doing  service  by  accident,  I  mean,  doing 
'*  it  but  seldom,  and  beside  the  intention  of  the  agent, 
**  you  assure  me  that  it  is  not  the  thing  you  mean  when 
**  you  say  force  may,  indirectly  and  at  a  distance,  do 
*'  some  service.''  For  in  that  use  of  force,  which  you 
defend,  the  effect  is  both  intended  by  him  that  uses  it, 
and  withal,  you  **  doubt  not,  so  often  attained,  as  abun- 
"  dantly  to  manifest  the  usefulness  of  it."  Whereby 
it  is  plain  the  two  marks,  whereby  you  distinguished 
your  indirect  and  at  a  distance  usefulness,  from  that 
which  is  by  accident,  are  that,  that  by  accident  does 
service  but  seldom,  and  beside  the  intention  of  the 
agent,  but  yours  the  contrary. 

First,  as  to  the  intention,  you  tell  us,  in  the  use  of 

force,  which  you  defend,  '*  the  effect  is  intended  by 

**  him  that  uses  it ; ''  that  is,  those  who  made  laws  to 

*  punish  nouconformists,  designed  those  penalties  to  make 
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all  tnAi  utider  their  power,  ^^  Consider  sd  as  to  be  coq^ 
<*  vinded  of,  and  embrace  the  truths  that  should  save 
<'  tbetn/'  If  otie  should  ask  you  how  you  knew  it  to 
be  their  intention,  can  you  say,  they  ever  told  you  so? 
If  they  did  not^  then  so  fiir  you  and  I  laiow  their  inten- 
tions alike.  Did  they  ever  say  so  in  those  laws  ?  nor 
that  neither.  Those  versed  then  in  the  interpretation 
of  laws,  will  tell  you  nothing  can  be  known  to  be  the 
intention  of  the  law-makers  in  any  law,  of  which  the 
law  is  wholly  silent ;  that  way  then  you  cannot  know  it 
to  have  been  their  intention,  if  the  law  says  nothing  of 
it  Whatever  was  the  intention  of  former  law-makers, 
if  you  had  read  with  attention  the  last  act  of  uniformity 
of  Gar.  II.  printed  before  the  common-prayer  book,  I 
conclude  you  would  have  been  better  satisfied  about  the 
intention  of  ihe  then  law-makers  in  that  law ;  for  I 
think  nothing  can  be  plainer  to  any  one  who  will  look 
into  that  statute,  than  that  their  only  end  in  that  law 
was,  what  they  have  expressed  in  these  words :  **  And 
**  to  the  end  that  uniformity  in  the  public  worship  of 
"  God  (which  is  so  much  desired)  may  be  speedily  ef- 
**  fected ; "  which  was  driven  with  such  speed,  that  if 
all  concerned  had  opportunity  to  get  and  peruse  the 
then  established  liturgy,  it  is  certain  they  had  not  over- 
much time  seriously  and  deliberately  to  consider  of  all 
the  parts  of  it  before  the  day  set  for  the  use  of  it. 

But  you  think  they  ought  to  have  intended,  and  there- 
fore they  did:  and  I  think  they  neither  ought,  nor 
couldj  in  making  those  laws,  intend  so  impracticable  a 
thing:  and  therefore  they  did  not.  Which  being  as 
certain  a  way  of  knowledge  as  yours,  if  you  know  it  by 
that  way,  it  is  possible  you  and  I  may  at  the  same  time 
know  contraries. 

But  you  know  it,  by  thdr  **  having  provided  suffi- 
**  cient  means  of  instruction  for  all  under  their  care,  in 
**  the  true  religion ;  **  of  this  sufficient  means,  we  have 
something  to  say  in  another  place.  Penalties  laid  ex- 
pressly on  one  fault,  have  no  evidence  that  they  were 
designed  to  mend  another,  though  there  ai*e  sufficient 
means  provided  of  mending  it,  if  men  would  make 
a  tttfficient  use  of  them;  unless  those  t^o  faults  are 
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BO  GOtineotodi  as  one  oannot  be  iD?ndad  without  the 
other.  Now  if  men  cannot  conform  without  30  coasi*- 
deriog  as  to  be  convinced  of^  and  embrace  the  truth 
that  must  save  them ;  you  may  know  that  penalties  laid 
on  nonconformity,  were  intended  to  make  men  so  con- 
sider :  but  if  men  may  conform*  without  so  considering, 
one  cannot  know  nor  conclude  those  penalties  were  in* 
tended  to  m^ke  men  so  consider,  whatever  prpvision 
there  is  made  of  means  of  instrucUon. 

But  you  will  say,  it  is  evident  that  penalties  on  son* 
conformists  were  intended  to  make  them  n$e  these 
means  of  instruction,  because  t!iey  are  intended  for  the 
bringing  men  to  church,  the  place  of  instruction^  That 
they  are  intended  to  bring  men  to  church,  the  place  of 
preaching,  that  I  grant ;  but  that  those  penalties  that 
are  laid  on  men,  for  not  coming  to  church,  can  be 
known  thereby  to  be  intended  to  nmke  men  so  consider, 
as  to  be  convinced  and  embrace  the  true  reUgioo,  that 
I  deny :  and  it  is  utterly  impossible  it  should  be  so^  if 
what  yoii  say  be  true,  where  you  tdl  us,  that  *^  the 

magistrates  concern    themselves  for  compliance  or 

conformity,  only  as  the  fruit  of  their  convictjuinf**  If 
therefore  the  magistrates  are  concerned  for  men's  aon^ 
fprmity,  only  as  the  fruit  of  their  conviction,  and  com- 
ing to  church  be  that  conformity;  coming  to  diuych 
4:annot  be  intended  as  a  means  of  their  conviction :  un«» 
Jess  it  be  intended  they  should  be  coovineed,  befi)re 
they  are  convinced. 

But  to  show  you,  that  you  eannot  pretend  the  penalty 
cf  laws  for  conformity  to  proceed  from  a  care  <tf  the 
souls  of  all  under  the  magistrate's  power,  and  so  to  be 
intended  to  make  them  all  eonsider,  in  any  sense :  can 
you,  or  any  one,  know,  or  suppose,  thsit  penalties  whidl 
are  laid  by  the  law  on  nonconformity,  are  intended  to 
make  all  men  consider ;  where  it  is  known  that  a  great 
number,  under  the  magistrate's  power,  are  dispensed 
with,  and  privileged  from  those  penalties  ?  How  many, 
omitting  the  Jews,  are  there,  for  exam|ile,  in  the  king 
of  England's  dominions,  under  his  care  and  pow^* 
^  the  Walloon  and  Frendi  church ;  to  whoes  force  is 
jnevcr  afpUed,  and  they  live  in  security  from  it  ?   How 


if 


890  A  Third  Letter  for  Toleration. 

many  pagans  are  there  in  the  plantations,  many  whereof 
born  in  his  dominions,  of  whom  there  was  never  any 
care  taken,  that  they  should  so  much  as  come  to  church, 
or  be  in  the  least  instructed  in  the  christian  religion  ? 
And  yet  must  we  believe,  or  can  you  pretend,  that  the 
magistrate's  use  of  force,  against  nonconformists,  is  to 
make  all  his  subjects  consider,  *^  so  as  to  be  convinced 
^'  of,  and  embrace  the  truth  that  must  save  them  ? ''  If 
you  say,  in  your  way  you  mean  no  such  indulgence :  I 
answer,  the  question  is  not  of  yours,  but  the  magis- 
trate's intention :  though  what  your  intention  is,  who 
would  have  the  want  of  consideration,  or  knowledge,  in 
conformists,  exempt  from  force,  is  visible  enough. 

Again,  Those  penalties  cannot  be  supposed  to  be  in- 
tended to  make  men  consider,  which  are  laid  on  those 
who  have,  or  may  have  already  considered ;  and  such 
you  must  grant  to  be  the  penalties  laid  in  England  on 
nonconformists ;  unless  you  will  den}%  that  any  noncon- 
formist has,  or  can  consider,  so  as  to  be  convinced,  or 
believe,  and  embrace  the  truth  that  must  save  him.  So 
that  you  cannot  vouch  the  intention  of  the  magistrate 
where  his  laws  say  nothing,  much  less  affirm,  that  force 
is  intended  to  produce  a  certain  end  in  all  bis  subjects, 
which  is  not  applied  to  them  all,  and  is  applied  to  some 
who  have  attained  that  end  already :  unless  you  have  a 
privilege  to  affirm,  against  all  appearance,  whatsoever 
may  serve  your  cause.  But  to  learn  some  moderation 
in  this,  I  shall  send  you  to  my  pagans  and  mahometans. 
For  whatever  charitable  wishes  magistrates  may  some- 
times have  in  their  thoughts,  which  I  meddle  not  with ; 
nobody  can  say,  that  in  making  the  laws,  or  in  the  use 
of  force,  we  are  speaking  of,  they  intended  to  make 
men  consider  and  examine,  so  as  to  **  be  convinced 
^*  of,  and  heartily  to  embrace  the  truth  that  must  save 
,  ^  them,"  but  be  that  gives  himself  the  liberty  to  say 
any  thing. 

The  service  that  force  does,  indirectly  and  at  a  dis- 
tance, you  tell  us  in  the  following  page,  is  to  make 
people  **  apply  themselves  to  the  use  of  those  means, 
^'  and  helps,  which  are  proper  to  make  them  what  they 
^  are  designed  to  be."*    In  the  case  before  usj  What 
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are  men  designed  to  be  ?  H0I7  believers  of  the  gospel 
in  this  worldy  without  which  no  salvation,  no  seeing 
of  God  in  the  next.  Let  us  see  now,  whether  force, 
your  way  applied,  can  be  suited  to  such  a  design,  and 
so  intended  for  that  end. 

You  hold,  that  all  out  of  the  national  church,  where 
the  religion  of  the  national  church  is  true,  should  be 
punished,  and  ought  to  have  force  used  to  them  :  and 
again,  you  grant  that  those  who  are  in  the  communion 
of  the  national  church,  ought  not  to  be  punished,  or 
be  under  the*stroke  of  force ;  nor  indeed  in  your  way 
can  they.  If  now  the  effect  be  to  prevail  with  men  to 
consider  as  they  ought,  so  that  they  may  become  what 
they  are  designed  to  be :  how  can  any  one  think,  that 
you,  and  they  who  use  force  thus,  intend,  in  the  use  of 
it,  that  men  should  really  be  christians,  both  in  per- 
suasion and  practice,  without  which  there  is  no  salva- 
tion ;  if  they  leave  off  force  before  they  have  attained 
that  effect  ?  Or  how  can  it  be  imagined,  that  they  in- 
tend any  thing  but  conformity  by  their  use  of  force,  if 
they  leave  off  the  use  of  it  as  soon  as  men  conform  ? 
unless  you  will  say  that  an  outward  conformity  .to  the 
national  church,  whose  religion  is  the  true  religion,  is 
such  an  embracing  of  the  truth  as  is  sufficient  to  salva- 
tion :  or  that  an  outward  profession  of  the  christian  re- 
ligion is  the  same  with  being  really  a  christian ;  which 
possibly  you  will  not  be  very  forward  to  do,  when  you  re- 
collect what  you  meet  with  in  the  sermons,  and  printed 
discourses,  of  divines  of  the  church  of  England,  con* 
ceming  the  ignorance  and  irreligion  of  conformists 
themselves :  For  penalties  can  never  be  thought,  by  any 
one,  but  he  that  can  think  against  common  sense,  and 
what  he  pleases,  to  be  intended  for  any  end ;  which  by 
that  constitution,  and  law  whereby  they  are  imposed,  are 
to  cease  before  that  end  be  attained.  And  will  you  say, 
that  all  who  are  conformable,  have  so  well  considered^ 
that  they  believe,  and  heartily  embrace  the  truths  of  the 
gospel,  that  must  save  them :  when  perhaps  it  will  be 
found  that  a  great  many  conformists  do  not  so  much  as 
understand  them  ?  But  the  igncnrance  or  irreligiousness 
to  be  found  amongst  conformists,  which  your  way  of 
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talkuig  (4tebB  me  in  some  places  to  take  notke  of^  let  me 
here  tell  you  once  for  all,  I  lay  not  the  blame  of  upon 
confiirmi^,  but  upcm  your  use  of  force  to  make  men 
conform.  For  whatever  the  religion  be,  true  or  false, 
it  is  natural  for  force,  and  penalty,  so  applied,  to  bring 
the  irreligious,  and  those  who  are  careless  and  uncon- 
cerned for  the  true,  into  the  national  profession :  but , 
whether  it  be  fitter  for  such  to  be  kept  out,  rather 
thto  by  force  to  be  driven  into»  the  communion  of  any 
chivchi  and  owned  as  members  of  it ;  those  who  have 
a  due  care  and  respect  for  truly  religious  aftd  pious  con* 
formists,  were  best  consider. 

But  fiEurther,  if»  as  you  say,  the  opposition  to  the  true 
religion  lii^  only  in  men's  lusts,  it  having  light  and 
Mrength  enough^  were  it  not  for  that,  to  prevail :  and 
it  is  upon  that  account  only  that  force  is  necessary  ; 
there  is  no  necessity  at  all  to  use  force  on  men,  only  till 
they  conform^  and  no  farther ;  since  I  think  you  will 
not  deny^  but  that  the  corruption  of  human  nature  it 
as  great  in  conformists  as  in  nonconformists ;  in  the 
profiessors  of^  as  in  the  dissenters  from,  the  national  re* 
ligion.  And  therefore  either  force  was  not  necessary 
before,  or  dse  it  is  necessary  still,  after  men  are  con* 
formists;  unless  you  will  say,  that  it  is  harder  for  a 
man  to  be  a  professor,  than  a  christian  indeed :  and  that 
the  true  religion,  by  its  own  light  and  strength,  can, 
without  the  help  of  force,  prevail  over  a  man's  lusts, 
and  the  corruption  of  his  nature ;  but  it  has  need  of  the 
help  of  force,  to  make  him  a  confonnist,  and  an  out-" 
ward  professor.  And  so  much  for  the  effect,  which  is 
intended  by  him  that  uses  it,  in  that  use  of  force  wfaidi 
Jrott  defend. 

The  other  argument  you  bring  to  show,  that  your  in«* 
direct  and  at  a  distance  usefulness  of  force,  your  way 
a(^ed,  is  not  by  accident^  is  the  frequent  success  of 
iU  Which  I  thhik  is  not  the  true  mark  of  what  is  not 
by  accident:  for  an  eflect  may  not  be  by  accident,  thou^ 
it  haa  nevBT  been  produced  but  onee;'andi8  certainly 
as  little  by  accident  the  first  time,  as  when  it  has  been 
produced  a  thouand  times.  That  then,  by  which  any 
Iking  is  eKcuaedfirom  being  by  accident,  is  not  the  fre^ 
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quehicjr  of  the  event,  but  that  whereon  the  freqoencj  of 
the  event  depends*  when  frequent  trials  are  made  :  and 
tha(  is  the  proper,  natural^  direct  efficacy  of  the  cause 
or  means,  which  produces  the  effect.  As  in  the  case 
before  us,  penalties  are  the  cause  or  means  used  to  pro* 
duce  an  end ;  the  proper  and  immediate  effect  of  penal* 
ties,  is  to  produce  some  pain  or  inconvenience ;  and 
the  natural  effect  of  that  is  to  make  a  man,  who  natu^ 
rally  flies  from  all  pain  or  inconvenience,  to  endeavour 
to  avoid ;  whereby  it  naturally  and  directly  works  upon 
the  will  of  man,  by  proposing  to  him  this  unavoidable 
choice  of  doing  some  action,  or  enduring  the  pain  or 
inconvenience  of  the  penalty  annexed  to  its  omission. 
When  the  pain  o£  doing  the  action  is  outweighed  in  the 
sense  of  him  that  lies  under  the  penalty,  the  pain,  that 
by  the  law  is  annexed  to  the  omission,  operates  upon 
his  will,  as  naturally,  as  thirteen  ounces  in  one  scale, 
laid  against  twelve  ounces  in  the  other,  incline  the  ba* 
lance,  and  bring  it  down  on  that  side.  And  this  is  by 
a  direct  and  natural  efficacy,  wherein  there  is  nothing 
of  chance. 

Let  us  see  then,  how  far  this  will  go  in  your  Indirect 
and  at  a  distance  usefulness.  In  your  method,  the  ac^ 
tion  you  propose  to  be  done,  is  considering,  or  a  severe 
and  impartial  examining  matters  of  religion,  which, 
you  tdl  us,  men  by  their  great  neg^gence  or  aversion 
are  kept  from  doing.  What  now  is  a  proper  means  td 
produce  this  ?  **  Penalties,  without  which,  you  tell  us; 
**  it  will  not  be  done."  How  now  is  it  applied  in  your 
method  ?  Conformity,  and  men's  neglect  or  aversion  td 
it,  is  laid  in  one  scale,  and  the  penalty  joined  to  the 
omission  of  it,  laid  in  the  other ;  and  in  this  case,  if  the 
ineonventence  of  the  penalty  overweighs  the  pains  of, 
or  aversion  to  conformity,  it  does  by  a  direct  and  na- 
tural efficacy  produce  conformity :  but  if  it  produces  a 
severe  and  impartial  examination,  that  is  merely  by  ac- 
cident ;  because  the  inconvenience  of  the  penalty  is  not 
laid  against  men's  aversion  or  backwardness  to  examine 
impartially,  as  a  counterbalance  to  that,  but  against 
their  aversion  or  backwardness  to  conform;  and  so 
whatever  it  does,  indirectly  and  at  a  distance,  it  is  cer* 
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tain  its  making  men  severely  and  impartially  examine^ 
if  ever  that  happens,  is  as  much  by  accident,  as  it  would 
be  by  accident^  if  a  piece  of  lead  in  one  scale,  as  a 
counterpoise  to  feathers  in  the  opposite  scale,  should 
move  or  weigh  down  gold  that  was  put  in  the  scale  of 
another  pair  of  balances,  which  had  no  counterpoise 
laid  against  it.  Unless  you  will  say  there  is  a  necessary 
connexion  between  conformity,  and  a  severe  and  impar- 
tial examination. 

But  you  will  say,  perhaps,  that  though  it  be  not  pos* 
sible  that  penalties  should  produce  examination  but  by 
mere  accident,  because  examination  has  no  necessary 
connexion  with  conformity,  or  the  profession  of  any 
religion ;  yet  since  there  are  some  who  will  not  take  up 
any  profession  without  a  severe  and  impartial  examina- 
tion, penalties  for  nonconformity  will,  by  a  direct  and 
natural  efficacy,  produce  examination  in  all  such.  To 
which  I  answer.  That  those  are,  if  we  may  believe 
what  you  say,  so  very  few,  that  this  your  remedy,  which 
you  put  into  the  magistrate's  hands  to  bring  all  his 
subjects  to  consider  and  examine,  will  not  work  upon 
one  in  a  thousand ;  nay,  it  can  work  on  none  at  all,  to 
make  them  severely  and  impartially  examine,  but  merely 
by  accident.  For  if  they  are  men,  whom  a  slight  and 
partial  examination,  which  upon  your  principles  you 
must  say,  sufficed  to  make  nonconformists,  a  slight  and 
partial  examination  will  as  well  serve  to  make  them 
conformists;  and  so  penalties  laid  on  them  to  make 
them  conform,,  can  only  by  accident  produce  a  severe 
and  ipipartial  examination,  in  such  men,  who  can  take 
up  the  profession  of  any  religion  without  a  severe  and 
impartial  examination ;  no  more  than  it  can  otherwise 
than  by  accident  produce  any  examination  in  those  who, 
without  any  examination,  can  take  up  the  profession  of 
any  religion. 

And  in  those  very  few,  who  take  not  up  the  profes- 
sion of  any  religion  without  a  severe  and  impartial  ex* 
amination,  that  penalties  can  do  any  service,  to  bring 
them  either  to  the  truth  that  must  save  them,  or  so  much 
as  to  outward  conformity,  but  merely  by  accident; 
that  is  also  evident.    Because  all  such  in  a  country 
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where  they  dissent  from  the  national  religion,  must  ne- 
cessarily have  severely  and  impartially  examined  already, 
or  else  you  destroy  the  supposition  this  argument  is 
built  on,  viz.  that  they  are  men  who  do  severely  and  im- 
partially examine  before  they  choose.  And  if  you  lay, 
or  continue  your  penalties  on  men,  that  have  so  exa- 
mined ;  it  is  plain  you  use  them  instead  of  reasons  and 
arguments ;  in  which  use  of  them,  you  confess  they  have 
no  proper  efficacy,  and  thei'efore  if  they  do  any  service, 
is  is  merely  by  accident. 

But  now  let  us  see  the  success  you  boast  of,  and  for 
that  you  tell  us,  that  you  doubt  not  but  it  is  **  so  often 
^  attained,  as  abundantly  to  manifest  the  usefulness  of 
**  it.**  You  speak  here  of  it  as  a  thing  tried,  and  so 
known,  that  you  doubt  not.  Pray  tell  us  where  your 
moderate  (for  great  ones  you  acknowledge  to  do  harm, 
and  to  be  useless)  penalties  have  been  used,  with  such 
success,  that  we  may  be  past  doubt  too.  If  you  can 
show  no  such  place ;  do  you  not  vouch  experience  where 
you  have  none  ?  and  show  a  willingness  not  to  doubt, 
where  you  have  no  assurance  ?  In  all  countries,  where 
any  force  is  used  to  bring  men  to  the  profession  of  the 
national  religion,  and  to  outward  conformity,  it  is  not 
to  be  doubted,  but  that  force  joining  with  their  natural 
corruption,  in  bringing  them  into  the  way  of  prefer- 
ment, countenance,  protection,  ease,  and  impunity, 
should  easily  draw  in  all  the  loose  and  careless  in  mat- 
ters of  religion,  which  are  every-where  the  far  greater 
number :  but  is  it  those  you  count  upon,  and  will  you 
produce  them  as  examples  of  what  force  has  done  to 
make  men  consider,  study,  and  embrace  the  true  reli- 
gion ?  Did  the  penalties  laid  on  nonconformity  make 
you  *'  consider,  so  as  to  study,  be  convinced,  and  em- 
**  brace  the  true  religion  ?  '*  Or  can  you  give  an  instance 
of  any  one,  in  whom  it  produced  this  effect  ?  If  yoa 
cannot,  you  will  have  some  reason  to  doubt  of  what 
you  have  said,  and  not  to  be  so  confident  that  the  ef- 
fect you  talk  of  is  so  often  attained.  Not  that  I  deny, 
but  that  God  may  sometimes  have  made  these  punish- 
ments the  occasions  to  men  of  setting  themselves  seri- 
ously on  considering  religion ;  and  thence  they  may  have 
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come  into  the  national  religion  upon  a  real  conviutioii : 
but  the  instances  of  it  I  believe  to  be  so  few,  that  you 
will  have  reason  to  remember  your  own  words,  where 
you  speak  of  such  things  as  *^  Any  way^  at  any  tim^, 
<'  upon  any  person  by  any  accident,  may  be  useful  to- 
**  wards  the  promoting  of  true  religion  :  if  men  should 
**  thence  take  occasion  to  apply  such  things  generally : 
'^  who  sees  not,  that  however  they  might  chance  to  hit 
^  right  in  some  few  cases,  yet,  upon  the  whole  matter, 
*^  they  would  certainly  do  a  great  deal  more  harm  than 
^^  good/'  You  and  I  know  a  country  wherein,  not  long 
aince,  greater  severities  were  used  than  you  pretend  to 
approve  of.     Were  there  not,  fbr  aU  that,  great  numbers 
of  several    professions  stood  out,  who,  by  your  rule, 
ought  now  to  have  your  moderate  penalties  tried  upon 
them  ?   And  can  you  think  less  degrees  of  force  can 
woric,  and  often,  as  you  say,  prevail,  where  greater  could 
not  ?  But  perhaps  they  might  prevail  on  many  of  those 
to  return,  who  having  been  brought  into  the  communion 
of  the  church  by  former  penal  laws,  have  now  upon  the 
relaxation  left  it  again.    A  manifest  demonstration,  is 
it  not  ?  that  **  their  compliance  was  the  fruit  of  their 
^*  conviction;  and  that  the  magistrate  was  concerned 
''  for  their  compliance  only  as  the  fruit  of  their  convic- 
^  tion :  **  when  they,  as  soon  as  any  relaxation  of  those 
laws  took  off  the  penalties,  left  again  the  conununion  of 
the  national  church  ?  For  tlie  lessening  the  number  of 
conformists,  is,  I  suppose,  one  of  those  things  which  you 
say  your  **  eyes  cannot  but  see  at  this  time ;  '*  and  which 
you,  with  concern,  impute  to  the  late  rdaxation*     A 
jriatn  evidence  how  presumable  it  is,  even  in  your  own 
<^nioB,  that  those  who  conform,  do  it  upon  real  cpfivic-^ 
tKm.  ' 

To  conclude,  these  proofs,  though  I  do  not  pSstead 
to  bring  as  good  as  the  thing  will  admit,  will  ser^^ii^ 
tttm  to  show,  that  force  is  impertinent ;  since  by  your 
own  confession  it  has  no  direct  efficacy  to  convince  men, 
and,  by  ijts  faesog  indirect  aad  at  a  distance  useful,  is 
not  at  aU  distinguished  from  being  barely  so  by  accident : 
since  ym  can  neither  prove  it  to  be  intended  for  that 
end,  nor  frmiiently   to  succeed;  whidi  are  the  two 
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marks  whereby  you  put  a  difference  between  indirect 
and  at  a  distance,  and  by  accident :  this  I  say,  is  enough 
to  show  what  the  author  said  is  true,  that  the  use  of  force 
is  wholly  impertinent.  Which,  whatever  others  do,  you 
upon  another  reason  must  be  forced  to  allow. 

You  profess  yourself  of  the  church  of  Engldiid,  and 
if  I  may  guess,  are  so  ffar  of  it  as  to  have  subscribed 
the  XXXIX  Articles ;  which  if  you  have  done,  and  as- 
sented to  what  you  subscribed,  you  must  necessarily 
allow  that  all  force,  used  fbr  the  bringing  men  to  the  true 
religion,  is  **  absolutely  impertinent ;  **  for  that  must 
be  absolutely  impertinent  to  be  used  as  a  means,  which 
can  contribute  nothing  at  all  to  the  end  for  which  It  is 
used.  The  end  here  is  to  make  a  man  a  true  christian, 
that  he  may  be  saved ;  and  he  is  then,  and  then  only,  a 
true  christian,  and  in  the  way  of  salvation,  when  he  be« 
lieves,  and  with  sincerity  obeys  the  gospel.  By  the 
thirteenth  article  of  the  church  of  England,  you  hold, 

that  WORKS  DONE  BEFORE  THE  GHACE  OP  CHRISTT, 
AND  TH1B  INSPIRATION  OF  HIS  SPIRIT,  ARE  NOT 
PLEASING  TO  GOD  ;  FOR  AS  MUCH  AS  THEY  SPRING- 
NOT  OF  FAITH  IN  JESUS  CHRIST  ;  NEITHER  DO  THEY 
MAKE  MEN  MEET  TO  RECEIVE  GRACE,  OR,  AS  THE 
SCHOOL-ATJTHORS  SAY,  DESERVE  GRACE  OR  CON- 
GRITITY  ;  YEA  RATHER,  FOR  THAT  THEY  ARE  NOT 
DONE,  AS  God  has  willed  and  COMMANDED  THEM 
TO  BE  DONE,  WE   DOUBT  NOT   BUT   THEY  HAVE  THE 

NATURE  OF  SIN.  Now  if  it  be  impertinent  to  use  force 
to  make  a  man  do  more  than  he  can,  and  a  man  can  do 
nothing  to  procure  grace,  unless  sin  can  procure  it  *,  and 
without  grace,  a  man  cannot  believe,  or  live  so  as  to  be 
a  true  christian  ;  it  is  certainly  wholly  impertinent  to 
use  force  to  bring  a  man  to  be  truly  a  christian.  To 
hear  and  consider,  is  in  men's  power,  you  will  say,  and 
to  that  force  may  be  pertinent :  I  grant  to  make  men 
hear,  but  not  to  make  them  consider  in  your  sense, 
which  you  tell  us,  is  to  "  consider  so  as  to  embrace ;  ** 
if  you  mean  by  embracing  any  thing  but  outward  con- 
formity :  and  that  according  to  your  article  contributes 
nothing  to  the  attaining  of  grace ;  because  without 
grace,  your  article  says,  it  is  a  sin ;  and  to  conform  to, 
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and  outwardly  profess  a  religion  which  a  man  does  not 
understand  and  heartily  believe,  every  one»  I  think» 
judges  to  be  a  sin,  and  no  fit  means  to  procure  the  grace 
of  God. 

But  you  tell  us»  *^  That  God  denies  his  grace  to  none 
"  who  seriously  ask  it."  If  that  be  so,  methinks  force 
should  most  properly  and  pertinently  be  used  to  make 
men  seriously  pray  to  God  for  grace.  But  how,  I  be- 
seech you,  will  this  stand  with  your  thirteenth  article  ? 
For  if  you  mean  by  seriously,  so  as  will  make  his  seek- 
ing acceptable  to  God;  that  cannot  be,  because  he  is 
supposed  yet  to  want  grace,  which  alone  can  make  it 
acceptable :  and  if  his  asking  has  the  nature  of  sin,  as 
in  the  article  you  do  not  doubt  but  it  has,  can  you  ex- 
pect  that  sinning  should  procure  the  grace  of  God  ? 
You  will  I  fear  here,  without  some  great  help  in  a  very 
nice  distinction  from  the  school-authors,  be  forced  either 
to  renounce  your  article  in  the  plain  sense  of  it,  and  so 
become  a  dissenter  from  the  church  of  England ;  or  else 
acknowledge  force  to  be  wholly  impertinent  to  the  busi- 
ness of  true  religion  and  salvation. 

Another  reason  I  gave  against  the  usefulness  of  force 
in  matters  of  religion,  was,  ^^  Because  the  magistrates 
**  of  the  world,  being  few  of  them  in  the  right  way ;  not 
**  one  of  ten,  take  which  side  you  will,  perhaps  not  one 
'*  of  a  hundred,  being  of  the  true  religion ;  it  is  likely 
**  your  indirect  way  of  using  force  would  do  a  hundred, 
**  or  at  least  ten  times  as  much  harm  as  good.*'  To 
which  you  reply,  *^  Which  would  have  been  to  the  pur- 
'^  pose  if  you  had  asserted  that  every  magistrate  may 
^*  use  force,  your  indirect  way  (or  any  way)  to  bring 
*^  men  to  his  own  religion,  whatever  that  be.  But  if 
'^  you  assert  no  such  thing,  (as  no  man  you  think  but 
**  an  atheist  will  assert  it,)  then  this  is  quite  beside  the 
**  business.*^  I  think  I  have  proved,  that  if  magisti*ates 
of  the  true  religion  may  use  force  to  bring  men  to  their 
religion,  every  magistrate  may  use  force  to  bring  men 
to  his  own  religion,  when  he  thinks  it  the  true,  and  then 
do  you  look  where  the  atheism  will  liglit. 

In  the  next  paragraph,  having  quoted  these  following 
words  of  mine>  where  I  say,  *^  Under  another  pretence, 
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you  put  into  the  magistrate's  hands  as  much  force  to 
bring  them  to  his  religion,  as  any  the  openest  perse^ 
cutors  can  pretend  to.  I  ask  what  difference  is  there 
between  punishing  them  to  bring  them  to  mass, 
**  and  punishing  them  to  make  them  consider  those 
^  reasons  and  arguments  which  are  proper  and  suffi- 
**  dent  to  convince  them  that  they  ought  to  go  to 
"  mass  ?  "  You  reply  :  ''  A  question  which  you  shall 
*^  then  think  yourself  obliged  to  answer,  when  I  have 
**  produced  those  reasons  and  arguments  which  are 
**  proper  and  sufficient  to  convince  men  that  they  ought 
**  to  go  to  mass."  But  if  you  had  not  omitted  the  three 
or  four  immediately  preceding  lines,  (an  art  to  serve  a 
good  cause,  which  puts  me  in  mind  of  my  pagans  and 
mahometans,)  the  reader  would  have  seen  that  your 
reply  was  nothing  at  all  to  my  argument.  My  words 
were  these : 

"  Especially,  if  you  consider,  that  as  the  magistrate 
*^  will  certainly  use  it  [force]  to  force  men  to  hearken 
**  to  the  proper  ministers  of  his  religion,  let  it  be  what 
*'  it  will ;  so  you  having  set  no  time  nor  bounds  to  this 
**  consideration  of  arguments  and  reasons  short  of  being 
"  convinced,  you  under  another,"  &c.  My  argument 
is  to  show  of  what  advantage  force,  your  way  applied, 
is  like  to  be  to  the  true  religion,  since  it  puts  as  much 
force  into  the  magistrate's  hands  as  the  openest  perse- 
cutors can  pretend  to,  which  the  magistrates  of  wrong 
persuasions  may  and  will  use  as  well  as  those  of  the  true ; 
because  your  way  sets  no  other  bounds  to  considering, 
short  of  complying.  And  then  I  ask,  **  What  difference 
**  there  is  between  punishing  you  to  bring  you  to  mass, 
**  or  punishing  you  to  consider  those  reasons  and  at^u- 
^  ments  which  are  proper  and  sufficient  to  convince 
'*  you  that  you  ought  to  go  to  mass  ?  "  To  which  you 
reply.  That  it  is  a  ''  question  you  shall  then  think 
**  yourself  obliged  to  answer,  when  I  have  produced 
"  those  reasons  and  arguments  that  are  proper  and  suf- 
*^  ficient  to  convince  men  that  they  ought  to  go  to  mass.** 
Whereas  the  objection  is  the  same,  whether  there  be, 
or  be  not,  reasons  and  arguments  proper  to  convince 
men,  that  they  ought  to  go  to  mass  ;  for  men  must  be 
puniafaed  on  till  they  have  so  considered  as  to  comply : 
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and  what  difference  is  there  then  between  piiniBhing 
men  to  bring  them  to  mass,  and  punishing  them  to  make 
them  consider  so  as  to  go  to  mass  ?  But  though  I  pre« 
tend  not  to  produce  anjr  reasons  and  arguments  proper 
and  sufficient  to  convince  you  or  all  meui  that  thej 
ought  to  go  to  mass ;  yet  do  you  think  there  are  none 
proper  and  sufficient  to  convince  any  men  ?  And  that 
all  the  papists  in  the  world  go  to  mass  without  believing 
it  their  duty  ?  And  whosoever  believes  it  to  be  his  duty, 
does  it  upon  reasons  and  arguments  proper  and  suffi- 
cient to  convince  him  (though  perhaps  not  to  convince 
another)  that  it  is  so ;  or  else  I  imagine  he  would  never 
believe  at  all.  What  think  you  of  those  great  numbers 
of  JapaneseS)  that  resisted  all  sorts  of  torments,  even 
to  death  itself,  for  the  Romish  religion  ?  And  had  you 
been  in  France  some  years  since,  who  knows  but  the 
arguments  the  king  of  France  produced  might  have 
been  proper  and  sufficient  to  have  convinced  you  that 
you  ought  to  go  to  mass  ?  I  do  not  by  this  think  you  less 
confident  of  the  truth  of  your  religion,  than  you  profess 
to  be.  But  arguments  set  on  with  force,  have  a  strange 
efficacy  upon  human  frailty  ;  and  he  must  be  well  as- 
sured of  his  own  strength,  who  can  peremptorily  affirm, 
be  is  sure  he  should  have  stood  what  above  a  million  oi 
people  sunk  under :  amongst  which,  it  is  great  confidence 
to  say,  there  was  not  one  so  well  persuaded  of  the  truth  of 
his  religion,  as  you  are  of  yours :  though  some  of  them 
gave  great  proofs  of  their  persuasion  in  their  sufferings 
for  it.  But  what  the  necessary  method  of  force  may  be 
able  to  do,  to  bring  any  one,  in  your  sense,  to  any  re- 
ligion, i.  e.  to  an  outward  profession  of  it;  he  that 
thinks  himself  secure  against,  must  have  a  greater  as- 
surance of  himself,  than  the  weakness  of  decayed  and 
depraved  nature  will. well  allow.  If  you  have  any  spell 
against  the  force  of  arguments,  driven  with  penalties 
and  punishments,  you  will  do  well  to  teach  it  the  world : 
for  it  is  the  hard  luck  of  well-meaning  people  to  be  often 
misled  by  them ;  and  even  the  confident  themselves 
have  not  seldom  fallen  under  them,  and  .betrayed  their 
weakness. 

To  my  demanding  if  you  meant  **  reasons  and  arga- 
^  meats  proper  and  9ufficieat  to  convince  pien  of  the 
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^  truth,  why  did  you  not  say  so  ?  '*  you  reply,  **  As  if 
*'  it  were  possible  for  any  man  that  reads  youp  answer 
**  to  think  otherwise."  Whoever  reads  that  passage  in 
your  A.  p.  5.  cannot  possibly  think  you  meant  to  speak 
out,  and  possibly  you  found  some  difficulty  to  add  any 
thing  to  your  words  (which  are  these,  "  Force  used  to 
*•  bring  men  to  consider  reasons  and  arguments  proper 
*'  and  sufficient  to  convince  them ")  that  might  deter- 
mine their  sense.  For  if  you  had  said,  to  convince 
them  of  truth?  then  the  magistrate  must  have  made 
laws,  and  used  force  to  make  men  search  afler  truth  in 
general,  and  that  would  not  have  served  your  turn  :  if 
you  had  said  to  convince  them  of  the  truth  of  the  ma- 
gistrate's religion,  that  would  too  manifestly  have  put 
the  power  in  every  magistrate's  hands,  which,  you  tell 
us,  "  none  but  an  atheist  will  say.**  If  you  had  said,  to 
convince  them  of  the  truth  of  your  religion,  that  had 
looked  too  ridiculous  to  be  owned,  though  it  were  the 
thing  you  meant;  and  therefore  in  this  strait,  where 
nothing  you  could  say  would  well  fit  your  purpose,  you 
wisely  choose  to  leave  the  sense  imperfect,  and  name 
nothing  they  were  to  be  convinced  of;  but  leave  it  to 
be  collected  by  your  reader  out  of  your  discourse,  ra- 
ther than  add  three  words  to  made  it  good  grammar,  as 
well  as  intelligible  sense. 

To  my  saying,  "  That  if  you  pretend  it  must  be  ar- 
"  guments  to  convince  men  of  the  truth,  it  would  in 
"  this  case  do  you  little  service ;  because  the  mass  in 
'*  France  is  as  much  supposed  the  truth,  as  the  liturgy 
**  here."  You  I'eply,  "  So  that  it  seems,  that  in  my  opi- 
"  nion,  whatsoever  is  supposed  the  truth,  it  is  the  truth, 
**  for  otherwise  this  reason  of  mine  is  none  at  all."  If, 
in  my  opinion,  the  supposition  of  truth  authorizes  the 
magistrate  to  use  the  same  means  to  bring  men  to  it, 
as  if  it  were  true ;  my  argument  will  hold  good,  with- 
out taking  all  to  be  true  which  some  men  suppose  true. 
According  to  this  answer  of  yours,  to  suppose  or  be- 
lieve his  religion  the  true,  is  not  enough  to  authorize  the 
magistrate  to  use  force ;  he  must  know,  i,  e.  be  infallibly 
certain  that  his  is  the  true  religion.  We  will  for  once 
suppose  you  our  magistrate,  with  force  promoting  our 
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national  religion.     I  will  not  ask  you,  whether  you  know 
that  all  required  of  conformists,  is  necessary  to  salva- 
tion :  but  will  suppose  one  of  my  pagans  asking  you, 
whether  you  know  Christianity  to  be  the  true  religion  ? 
If  you  say,  Yes ;   he  will  ask  you  how  you  know  it  ? 
and  no  doubt  but  you  will  give  the  answer,  whereby 
our  Saviour  proved  his  mission^  John  v.  36,  that  "  the 
^^  works  which  our  Saviour  did,  bear  witness  of  him,  that 
"  the  Father  sent  him."      The  miracles  that  Christ 
did,  are  a  proof  of  his  being  sent  from  God,  and  so  his 
religion  the  true  religion.     But  then  you  will  be  asked 
again,  whether  you  know  that  he  did  those  miracles, 
as  well  as  those  who  s$iw  them  done  ?  If  you  answer, 
Yes ;  then  it  is  plain  that  miracles  are  not  yet  with- 
drawn, but  do  still  accompany  the  christian  religion 
with  all  the  efficacy  and  evidence  that  they  had  upon 
the  eye-witnesses  of  them ;  and  then,  upon  your  own 
grounds,  there  will  be  no  necessity  of  the  magistrate's 
assistance ;  miracles  still  supplying  the  want  of  it.      If 
you  answer,  that  matter  of  fact  done  out  of  your  sight, 
at  such  a  distance  of  time  and  place,  cannot  be  known 
to  you  as  certainly,  as  it  was  to  the  eye-witnesses  of  it, 
but  that  you  upon  very  good  grounds  firmly  believe  it ; 
you  are  then  come  to  believing,  that  yours  is  the  true 
religion,  and  if  that  be  sufficient  to  authorize  you  to 
use  force,  it  will  authorize  any  other  magistrate  of  any 
other  religion,  to  use  force  also.       For  whoever  be- 
lieves any  thing,  takes  it  to  I)e  true,  and  as  he  thinks 
upon  good  grounds ; .  and  those  often  who  believe  on 
the  weakest  gi'ounds,  have  the  strongest  confidence: 
and  thus  all  magistrates  who  believe  their  religion  to 
be  true,  will  be  obliged  to  use  force  to  promote  it,  as  if 
it  were  the  true. 

To  my  saying  that  the  usefulness  of  force,  your  way 
applied,  amounts  to  no  more  but  this,  that  it  is  not  im* 
possible  but  that  it  may  be  useful :  you  reply,  **  I 
*'  leave  it  to  be  judged  by  what  has  been  said ;  '*  and  I 
leave  it  to  you  yourself  to  judge :  only,  that  you  may 
not  forget,  I  shall  here  remind  you  in  short  of  some  of 
the  reasons  I  have  to  say  so:  1.  You  grant  that  force 
has  no  direct  efficacy  to  bring  iiicn  to  embrnce  the  trutlu 
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2.  You  distinguish  the  indirect  and  at  a  distance  usefiiU 
ness  of  your  force,  from  that  which  is  barely  by  acci* 
dent ;  by  these  two  marks,  viz.  Fii*st,  That  punishment 
on  dissenters  for  nonconformity,  is,  by  those  that  use  it, 
intended  to  make  men  consider :  and^  secondly,  That 
your  moderate  punishments,  by  experience,  ai*e  found 
oflen  successful ;  and  your  having  neither  of  these 
marks,  it  must  be  concluded  to  be  useful  only  by  acci- 
dent :  and  such  an  usefulness,  as  I  said,  "  One  cannot 
"  deny  to  auricular  confession,  doing  of  penance,  go- 
*^  ing  pilgrimages  to  saints,  and  what  not?  Yet  our 
''  church  does  not  think  fit  to  use  them ;  though  it  can- 
not be  denied  but  they  may  have  some  of  your  indirect 
and'at  a  distance  usefulness;  that  is,  perhaps  may  do 
**  some  service  indirectly,  and  by  accident."  If  the 
intention  of  those  that  use  them,  and  the  success  they 
will  tell  you  they  find  in  the  use  of  them,  be  a  proof  of 
doing  service  more  than  by  accident ;  that  cannot  be 
denied  to  them  more  than  to  penalties,  your  way  ap- 
plied. To  which  let  me  add,  that  the  niceness  and  dif- 
ficulty there  is,  to  hit  that  just  degree  of  force,  which, 
according  to  your  hypothesis,  must  be  neither  so  much 
as  to  do  harm,  nor  so  little  as  to  be  ineffectual ;  for  you 
yourself  cannot  determine  it ;  makes  its  usefulness  yet 
more  uncertain  and  accidental.  And  after  all,  let  its 
efficacy  to  work  upon  men's  minds  be  what  it  will, 
great  or  little,  it  being  sure  to  be  employed  ten,  or, 
possibly,  a  hundred  times  to  bring  men  to  errour,  for 
once  that  it  is  employed  to  bring  men  to  the  truth ; 
and  where  it  chances  to  be  employed  on  the  side  of 
truth,  it  being  liable  to  make  a  hundred,  or  ])erhaps  a 
thousand  outward  conformists^  for  one  true  and  sincere 
convert ;  I  leave  it  also  to  be  judged,  what  usefulness  it 
is  like  to  be  of.. 

To  show  the  usefulness  of  fprcfe,  your  way  applied,  I 
said,  ^'  Where  the  law  punished  dissenters  without  telU 
"  ing  them  it  is  to  make  them  consider, they  may  through 
**  ignorance  and  oversight  neglect  to  do  it."  Your 
answer  is,  ^^  But  where  the  law  provides  sufficient  means 
"  of  instruction  for  all,  as  well  as  punishment  for  dissen- 
^'  ters,  it  is  so  plf^in  to  fill  concerned,  that  the  punishment 
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**  is  intended  to  iitake  them  consider,  that  3rou  see  nd 
•*  danger  of  men's  neglecting  to  do  it,  through  igno- 
**  ranee  or  oversight/*  I  hope  you  mean  by  consider, 
so  to  consider  a^  not  only  to  embrace  in  an  outward 
profession,  for  then  all  you  say  is  but  a  poor  fallacy,  Ibr 
such  a  considering  amounts  to  no  more  hut  bare  out- 
ward conformity ;  but  so  to  consider,  study,  and  exa* 
mine  matters  of  religion,  as  really  to  embrace  what  one 
is  convinced  to  be  the  true,  with  faith  and  obedience. 
If  it  be  so  plain  and  easy  to  understand,  that  a  law,  that 
speaks  nothing  of  it,  should  yet  be  intended  to  make 
men  consider,  seak^ch,  and  study,  to  find  out  the  truth 
that  must  save  them ;  I  wish  you  had  showed  us  this 
plainness.  For  I  confess  many  of  all  degrees,  that  I 
have  purposely  asked  about  it,  did  tiot  ever  see,  or  so 
much  as  dream^  that  the  act  of  uniformity,  or  against 
conventicles,  or  the  penalties  in  either  of  them,  were 
ever  intended  to  make  men  seriously  study  religion,  and 
make  it  their  business  to  find  the  truth  which  must  save 
them ;  but  barely  to  make  men  conform.  But  perhaps 
you  have  met  with  handicrafts-men,  and  country-far* 
mers,  maid-servants,  and  day-labourers,  who  have  quick- 
er understandings,  and  reason  better  about  the  intention 
of  the  law ;  for  these  as  well  as  others  are  concerned. 
If  you  have  not,  it  is  to  be  feared  your  saying  **  it  is  so 
plain  that  you  see  no  danger  of  men*s  ne^^ecting  to 
do  it,  through  ignorance  or  oversight,**  is  more  for 
its  serving  your  purpose,  than  ftt)m  any  experience  you 
have  that  it  is  so. 

When  you  will  enquire  into  this  matter,  you  will,  I 
guess^  find  the  people  so  ignorant  a.mid6t  that  great 
plainness  you  speak  of,  that  not  one  of  twenty  of  any 
degree  amongst  the  conformists  or  nonconformists,  ever 
understood  the  penalty  of  twelve  pence  a  Sunday,  or 
any  other  of  our  penal  laws  against  nonconformity,  to 
be  intended  to  set  men  upon  studying  the  true  religion, 
and  impartially  examining  what  is  necessary  to  salva- 
tion. And  if  you  would  come  to  Hudibras*s  decision, 
I  believe  he  would  have  a  good  wager  of  it,  who  should 
give  you  a  guinea  for  each  one  who  had  thought  so,  and 
receive  but  a  shilling  for  every  one  who  had  not     In- 


ft 

t€ 


A  Third  LetUrJbr  HhkrattM.  404 

deed  you  do  not  saj,  it  is  plain  every*where,  but  only 
'^  where  the  law  provides  sufficient  means  of  instruo- 
'^  tion  for  all  as  well  as  punishments  for  dissenters.-^ 
From  whence,  I  think  it  will  follow,  that  that  cQntri«% 
butes  nothing  to  make  it  plain ;  or  else  that  the  law  haa 
not  provided  sufficient  means  of  instruction  in  England* 
where  so  very  few  find  this  to  be  so  plain.  If  by  thia 
sufficient  provision  of  means  of  instruction  fbr  all>  you 
mean  persons  maintained  at  the  public  charge  to 
preach  and  officiate  in  the  public  exercise  of  the  na» 
tional  religion ;  I  suppose  you  needed  not  this  restrict 
tion»  there  being  few  places  which  have  an  established 
national  religion,  where  there  is  not  such  means  of  in« 
struction  provided ;  if  you  intend  any  other  means  of  in- 
struction, I  know  none  the  law  has  provided  in  England 
but  the  XXXIX  articles,  the  liturgy,  ^nd  the  scripture; 
and  how  either  of  them  by  itself,  or  these  altogether^ 
with  a  national  clergy,  make  it  plain,  that  the  penalties 
laid  on  nonconformity  are  intended  to  make  men  com 
sider,  study,  and  impartially  examine  matters  of  neli* 
gion,  you  would  do  well  to  show.  For  magistrates  usu* 
ally  know  (and  therefore  make  their  laws  accordingly) 
that  the  people  seldom  carry  either  their  interpretation 
or  practice  beyond  what  the  express  letter  of  the  law 
lequires  of  them.  You  would  do  well  also  to  show  that 
a  sufficient  provision  of  means  of  instruction  cannot  but 
he  understood  to  require  an  effectual  use  of  them«  which 
the  law  that  makes  that  provision  says  nothing  of ;  but, 
on  the  contrary,  contents  itself  with  something  very 
short  of  it :  for  conformity,  or  coming  to  churchy  is  at 
least  as  far  from  considering,  studying,  and  impartially 
examining  matters  of  religion,  so  as  to  embrace  the 
truth  upon  conviction  and  with  an  obedient  heart;  as 
heiog  present  at  a  discourse  concerning  mathematics, 
and  studying  mathematics,  so  as  tp  become  a  knowing 
mathematician,  are  different  one  from  the  other* 

People  generally  think  they  have  done  their  duties 
abundantly,  if  they  have  been  at  church,  whether  they 
mind  any  thing  done  there  or  no :  this  they  call  serving 
of  God,  as  if  it  were  their  whole  duty ;  so  backward 
are  they  to  understand  more,  though  it  be  plain  the  Int 
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J  of  God  expressly  requires  more.     But  that  thej  have 

fully  satisfied  the  law  of  the  land,  nobody  doubts ;  nor 
is  it  easy  to  answer  what  was  replied  to  me  on  this 
occasion,  viz.  If  the  magistrate  intended  any  thing 
more  in  those  laws  but  conformity,  would  he  not  have 
said  it  ?  To  which  let  me  add,  if  the  magistrate  in- 
tended conformity  as  the  fruit  of  conviction,  would  he 
not.  have  taken  some  care  to  have  them  instructed  be- 
fore they  conformed  and  examined  when  they  did? 
But  it  is  presumable  their  ignorance,  corruption,  and 
lusts,  all  drop  off  in  the  church-porch,  and  that  they 
become  perfectly  good  christians  as  soon  as  they  have 
taken  their  seats  in  the  church. 

If  there  be  any  whom  your  example  or  writing  hath 
inspired  with  acuteness  enough  to  find  out  this ;  I  sus- 
pect the  vulgar,  who  have  scarce  time  and  thought 
enough  to  make  inferences  from  the  law,  which  scarce 
one  of  ten  of  them  ever  so  much  as  reads,  or  perhaps 
understands  when  read ;  are  still,  and  will  be  ignorant 
of  it :  and  those  who  have  the  time  and  abilities  to  ar« 
gue  about  it,  will  find  reason  to  think  that  those  penal- 
ties were  not  intended  to  make  men  examine  the  doctrine 
and  ceremonies  of  religion ;  since  those  who  should  exa- 
mine, are  prohibited  by  those  very  laws  to  follow  their 
own  judgments  (which  is  the  very  end  and  use  of  exa- 
mination), if  they  at  all  differ  from  the  religion  estab- 
lished by  law.  Nor  can  it  appear  so  *^  plain  to  all  con- 
,**  cemed  that  the  punishment  is  intended  to  make  them 
**  consider  and  examine,**  when  they  see  the  punish- 
ments you  say  are  to  make  people  consider,  spare  those 
who  consider  and  examine  matters  of  religion,  as  little 
as  any  of  the  most  ignorant  and  careless  dissenters. 

To  my  saying,  Some  dissenters  may  have  considered 
*<  already,  and  then  force  employed  upon  them  must 
needs  be  useless ;  unless  you  can  think  it  useful  to 
punish  a  man  to  make  him  do  that  which  he  has 
done  already : "  You  reply,  *'  No  man  who  rejects 
truth  necessary  to  his  salvation,  has  considered  already 
as  he  ought  to  consider."  The  words  **  as  he  ought,** 
are  not,  as  I  take  it,  in  the  question :  and  so  your  an- 
swer is,  ^^  No  man  who  rejects  the  truth  nec^sary  to 
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*  his  salvation,  hath  considered,  studied,  or  examined 
**  matters  of  religion.'*  But  we  will  let  that  go :  and 
yet  with  that  allowance,  your  answer  will  be  nothing  to 
the  purpose,  unless  you  will  dare  to  say,  that  all  dissen-- 
ters  reject  truth  necessary  to  salvation. :  For  without 
the  supposition,  that  all  dissenters  reject  the  truth  ne- 
cessary to  salvation,  the  argument  and  answer  will 
stand  thus :  It  may  be  useless  to  punish  all  dissenters  to 
make  them  consider,  because  some  of  them  may  have 
considered  already.  To  which  the  answer  is,  Yes, 
some  of  them  may  have  considered  already,  but  those 
who  reject  truth  necessary  to  their  salvation  have  not 
considered  as  they  ought. 

I  said,  *^  The  greatest  part  of  mankind,  being  not 
*^  able  to  discern  betwixt  truth  and  falsehood,  that  de- 
pends upon  long  and  many  proofs,  and  remote  con- 
sequences; nor  having  ability  enough  to  discover 
the  false  grounds,  and  resist  the  captious  and  falla- 
cious arguments  of  learned  men  versed  in  controver- 
sies ;  are  so  much  more  exposed,  by  the  force,  which 
**  is  used  to  make  them  hearken  to  the  information  and 
**  instruction  of  men  appointed  to  it  by  the  magistrate, 
**  or  those  of  his  religion,  to  be  led  into  falsehood  and 
•*  errour,  than  they  are  likely  this  way  to  be  brought  to 
**  embrace  the  truth  which  must  save  them ;  by  how 
**  much  the  national  religions  of  the  world  are,  beyond 
•*  comparison,  more  of  them  false  or  erroneous,  than 
*'  such  as  have  God  for  their  author,  and  truth  for  their 
**  standard."  You  reply,  "  If  the  first  part  of  this  be 
true,  then  an  infallible  guide,  and  implicit  faith,  are 
more  necessary  than  ever  you  thought  them."  Whe- 
ther you  conclude  from  thence  or  no,  that  then  there 
will  be  a  necessity  of  an  infallible  guide,  and  an  implicit 
faith,  it  is  nevertheless  true,  that  the  greatest  part  of 
men  are  unable  to  discern,  as  I  said,  between  truth  and 
falsehood  depending  upon  long  and  many  proofs^  &c. 
But  whether  that  will  make  an  infallible  guide  neces- 
sary or  no,  imposition  in  matters  of  religion  certainly 
will:  since  there  can  be  nothing  more  absurd  ima- 
ginable, than  that  a  man  should  take  upon  him  to  im- 
pose on  others  in  matters  of  their  eternal  concernment. 


€€ 


408  A  Third  Letter  for  Tokrathri. 

without  being,  or  so  much  as  pretending  to  be  ihfaliSjle: 
for  colour  it  with  the  name  of  considering,  as  much  as 
you  please,  as  long  as  it  is  to  make  men  consider  as  thejr 
ought,  and  considering  as  they  ought,  is  so  to  consider, 
as  to  embrace ;  the  using  of  force  to  make  men  consider, 
and  the  using  of  force  to  make  them  embrace  any  doc- 
trine or  opinion,  is  the  same  thing :  and  to  shoiv  a  dif- 
ference betwixt  imposing  an  opinion,  and  using  force  to 
make  it  be  embraced,  would  require  such  a  piece  of  sub^ 
tilty,  as  I  heard  lately  from  a  learned  man  out  of  the 
pulpit,  who  told  us,  that  though  two  things,  he  named, 
were  all  one,  yet  for  distinction's  sake  he  would  divide 
them.  Your  reason  for  the  necessity  of  an  infallible 
guidei  iS|  ^  For  if  the  greatest  part  of  mankind  be  not 
^*  able  to  discern  betwixt  truth  and  falsehood,  in  matters 
"  concerning  their  salvation  (as  I  must  mean  if  I  speak 
to  the  purpose),  their  condition  must  needs  be  very 
hazardous,  4f  they  have  not  some  guide  or  Judge,  to 
whose  determination  and  direction  they  may  securely 
**  resign  themselves/*  And  therefore  they  must  resign 
themselves  to  the  determination  and  direction  of  the 
civil  magistrate,  or  be  punished.  Here  it  is  like  you 
will  have  something  again  to  say  to  my  modesty  and 
conscience,  for  imputing  to  you  what  you  no*where  say. 
I  grant  it,  in  direct  words,  but  in  effect,  as  plainly  as 
may  be.  The  magistrate  may  impose  sound  creeds  and 
decent  ceremonies,  i*  e.  such  as  he  thinks  fit,  for  what 
is  sound  and  decent  he  I  hope  must  be  judge ;  and  if  he 
be  judge  of  what  is  sound  and  decent,  it  amounts  to  no 
more  but  what  he  thinks  fit :  and  if  it  be  not  what  he 
thinks  fit,  why  is  one  ceremony  preferred  to  another  ? 
Wliy  one  doctrine  of  the  scri{)ture  put  into  the  creed 
and  articles,  and  another  as  sound  left  out  ?  They  are 
truths  necessary  to  salvation.  We  shall  see  that  in  good 
time :  here  only  I  ask,  does  the  magistrate  only  believe 
them  to  be  truths  and  ceremonies  necessary  to  salvation, 
or  does  he  certainly  know  them  to  be  so  ?  If  you  say 
he  only  believes  them  to  be  so,  and  that  that  is  enough 
to  authorisse  him  to  impose  them,  you,  by  your  own 
confession,  authorize  magistrates  to  impose  what  they 
think  necessary  for  the  salvation  of  their  mbjects  aovls; 
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and  to  the  king  of  France  did  what  he  was  obliged  to, 
when  he  said  he  would  have  all  his  sut^ects  savedi  and 
so  fell  to  dragooning. 

If  you  say  the  magistrate  certainly  knows  them  to  be 
necessary  to  salvation,  we  are  luckily  come  to  an  infak 
lible  guide.  Well  then,  the  sound  creeds  are  agreed  on ; 
the  confession  and  liturgy  are  framed ;  the  ceremonies 
pitched  on ;  and  the  terms  of  communion  thus  set  up ; 
you  have  religion  established  by  law ;  and  what  now  ia 
the  subject  to  do  ?  He  is  toconfoim.  No ;  he  must  first 
consider.  Who  bids  him  consider  ?  Nobody ;  he  may 
if  he  pleases ;  but  the  law  says  nothing  to  him  of  it : 
consider  or  not  considerj  if  he  conforms,  it  is  well,  and 
he  is  approved  of  and  admitted.  He  does  consider  the 
I)est  he  can,  but  finds  some  things  he  does  not  under** 
stand,  other  things  he  cannot  believe,  asseut  or  consent 
to*  What  now  is  to  be  done  with  him  ?  He  must  either 
be  punished  on,  or  resign  himself  up  to  the  determina- 
tion and  direction  of  the  civil  magistrate ;  which,  till 
you  can  find  a  better  name  for  it,  we  will  call  implicit 
faith.  And  thus  you  have  provided  a  remedy  for  th0 
hazardous  condition  of  weak  understandings,  in  that 
which  you  suppose  necessary  in  the  case,  viz.  an  infalli* 
Ue  guide  and  implicit  faith,  in  matters  concerning 
men's  salvation. 

But  you  say,  *^  For  your  part,  you  know  of  no  such 
''  guide  of  God's  appointing/'  Let  that  be  your  rule^ 
and  the  magistrate  with  his  coactive  power  will  be  left 
out  too.  You  think  there  is  no  need  of  any  such ;  be^ 
cause  notwithstanding  the  long  and  many  proofs  and  ve-r 
mote  consequences,  the  false  grounds  and  the  captious 
and  fallacious  arguments  of  learned  men  versed  in  cout 
troversies,*  **  with  which  I  (as  well  as  those  of  the  Eo^ 
**  man  communion)  endeavour  to  amuse  you ;  through 
^  the  goodness  of  God  the  truth  which  is  necessary  to 
**  salvation,  lies  so  obvious  and  exposed  to  all  that  sin* 
**  cerely  and  diligently  seek  it,  that  no  sudi  persons  shall 
'*  ever  fail  of  attaining  the  knowledge  of  it."  This  then 
is  your  answer,  that  **  truths  necessary  to  salvation  are 
<<  obvious ;  so  that  those  who  seek  them  sincerely  and 
diUfefitly,  are  not  in  danger  to  be  misled  or  exposed  m 
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those  to  errour,  hj  the  weakness  of  their  understandings. 
This  will  be  a  good  answer  to  what  I  objected  from  the 
danger  most  ai-e  in  to  be  led  into  errour,  by  the  magis- 
trate's adding  force  to  the  arguments  for  their  national 
established  religions;  when  you  have  shown  that  no- 
thing is  wont  to  be  imposed  in  national  religions,  but 
what  is  necessary  to  salvation  ;  or  which  will  a  little  bet- 
ter accommodate  your  hypothesis,  when  you  can  show 
that  nothing  is  imposed,  or  required  for  communion 
with  the  church  of  England,  but  what  is  necessary  to 
salvation  ;  and  consequently  is  very  easy  and  obvious  to 
be  known,  and  distinguished  from  falsehood.  And  in- 
deed, besides  what  you  say  here,  upon  your  hypothesis, 
that  force  is  lawful  only  because  it  is  necessary  to  bring 
men  to  salvation ;  it  cannot  be  lawful  to  use  it,  to  bring 
men  to  any  thing,  but  what  is  absolutely  necessary  to 
salvation.  For  if  the  lawfulness  of  force  be  only  from 
the  need  men  have  of  it  to  bring  them  to  salvation,  it 
cannot  lawfully  be  used  to  bring  men  to  that  which  they 
do  not  need,  or  is  not  necessary  to  their  salvation  ;  for 
in  such  an  application  of  it,  it  is  not  needful  to  their 
salvation.  Can  you  therefore  say  that  there  is  nothing 
required  to  he  believed  and  professed  in  the  church  of 
England,  but  what  lies  '*  so  obvious  and  exposed  to  all 
*'  that  sincerely  and  diligently  seek  it,  that  no  such 
^  person  shall  ever  fail  of  attaining  the  knowledge  of 
"  it  ?  *•  What  think  you  of  St.  Athanasius's  creed  ?  Is 
the  sense  of  that  so  obvious  and  exposed  to  every  one 
who  seeks  it ;  which  so  many  learned  men  have  explain- 
ed so  different  ways,  .and  which  yet  a  great  many  pro- 
fess they  cannot  understand  ?  Or  is  it  necessary  to  your 
or  my  salvation,  that  you  or  I  should  believe  and  pro- 
nounce all  those  damned  who  do  not  believe  that  creed, 
1.  e.  every  proposition  in  it?  which  I  fear  would  extend 
to  not  a  few  of  the  church  of  England ;  unless  we  can 
think  that  people  believe,  i.  e.  assent  to  the  truth  of 
propositions  they  do  not  at  all  understand.  If  ever 
you  were  acquainted  with  a  country  parish,  you  roust 
needs  have  a  strange  opinion  of  them,  if  you  think  all 
the  plowmen  and  milkmaids  at  church  understood  all 
the  propositions   in  Athanasius's  creed;    it  is  more/ 
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truly,  than  I  should  be  apt  to  think  of  any  one  of  them  ; 
and  yet  I  cannot  hence  believe  myself  authorized  to 
judge  or  pronounce  them  all  damned :  it  is  too  bold  an 
intrenching  on  the  prerogative  of  the  Almighty;  to 
their  ovvn  master  they  stand  or  fall. 

The  doctrine  of  original  sin,  is  that  which  is  professed 
and  must  be  owned  by  the  members  of  the  church  of 
England,  as  is  evident  from  the  XXXI X  articles,  and 
several  passages  in  the  liturgy  :  and  yet  I  ask  you,  whe- 
ther this  be  **  so  obvious  and  exposed  to  all  that  dili- 
**  gently  and  sincerely  seek  the  tnith,''  that  one  who  is 
in  the  communion  of  the  church  of  England,  sincerely 
seeking  the  truth,  may  not  raise  to  himself  such  difii« 
culties,  concerning  the  doctrine  of  original  sin,  as  may 
puzzle  him  though  he  be  a  man  of  study ;  and  whether 
he  may  not  push  his  inquiries  so  far,  as  to  be  staggered 
in  his  opinion  ? 

If  you  grant  me  this,  as  I  am  apt  to  think  you  will, 
then  I  inquire  whether  it  i)e  not  true,  notwithstanding 
what  you  say  concerning  the  plainness  and  obviousness 
of  truths  necessary  to  salvation,  that  a  great  part  of 
mankind  may  not  tie  able  to  discern  between  truth  and 
falsehood,  in  several  points,  which  are  thought  so  far 
to  concern  their  salvation,  as  to  be  made  necessary  parts 
of  the  national  religion  ? 

If  you  say  it  may  be  so^  then  I  have  nothing  further 
to  inquire ;  but  shall  only  advise  you  not  to  be  so  severe 
hereatler  in  your  censure  of  Mr,  Reynolds,  as  you  are, 
where  you  tell  me,  that  *'  famous  instance  I  give  of  the 
*•  two  Reynolds's  is  not  of  any  moment  to  prove  the 
*^  contrary ;  unless  I  can  undertake,  that  he  that  erred 
"  was  as  sincere  in  his  inquiry  after  that  truth,  as  I 
*^  suppose  him  able  to  examine  and  judge." 

You  w^ill,  I  suppose,  be  more  charitable  another  time, 
when  you  have  considered,  that  neither  sincerity,  nor 
freedom  from  errour,  even  in  the  established  doctrines 
of  their  own  church,  is  the  privilege  of  those  who  join 
themselves  in  outward  profession  to  any  national  church 
whatsoever.  And  it  is  not  impossible,  that  one  who 
has  subscribed  the  XXXIX  articles,  may  yet  make  it  a 
question,  **  Whether  it  .may  be  truly  said  that  God  im- 
"  putes  the  first  sin  of  Adam  to  his  posterity?''  &c. 
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But  we  ore  apt  to  be  so  fon4  of  our  owq  opiuiooss  viA 
olmost  infallibility,  that  we  will  not  allow  them  to  be 
sincere,  who  quit  our  communipn  ;  whiUt  at  the  same 
time  we  tell  the  world,  it  is  presumable,  that  all  who 
embrace  it  do  it  sincerelyi  and  upon  conviction ;  though 
we  cannot  but  know  many  of  them  to  be  but  loose,  in- 
considerate, and  ignorant  pqople.  This  is  all  the  reason 
you  have,  when  you  speak  of  the  Keynolds's,  to  suspect 
one  of  the  brothers  more  than  the  other :  and  to  think 
that  Mr.  ChiUingworth  had  not  as  n^uch  sincerity  when 
he  quitted^  as  when  he  returned  to  the  church  of  Eng- 
land, is  a  partiality  which  nothing  can  justify  without 
pretending  to  infallibility. 

To  show  that  you  do  not  fancy  your  force  to  be  useful 
but  that  you  '^  judge  so  upon  just  and  sufficient  grounds, 
^^  you  tell  us,  the  strong  probability  of  its  sucoess  is 
**  grounded  upon  the  consideration  of  human  nature, 
"  and  the  general  temper  of  mankind,  apt  to  be  wrought 
*^  upon  by  the  method  you  speak  of,  and  upon  the  in-* 
*^  disputable  attestation  of  experience."  The  considera- 
tion  of  human  nature,  and  the  general  temper  of  nrian- 
kind,  will  teach  one  this,  that  men  are  apt,  in  things 
within  their  power,  to  be  wrought  upon  by  force,  and 
the  more  wrought  upon,  the  greater  the  force  or  punish^ 
ments  are :  so  that  where  moderate  penalties  will  not 
work,  great  severities  will.  Which  conaderation  of 
human  nature,  if  it  be  a  just  ground  to  judge  aAy  force 
useful,  will  I  fear  necessarily  carry  you,  in  your  judg# 
roent,  to  severities  beyond  the  moderate  penalties,  so 
often  mentioned  in  your  system,  upon  a  strong  proba^ 
bility  of  the  success  of  greater  punishments,  where  less 
would  not  prevail. 

But  if  to  consider  so  as  you  require,  i.  e*  so  as  to  em- 
brace, and  believe,  be  not  in  their  power,  then  no  force 
at  all,  great  or  little,  is  or  can  be  useful.  You  must 
therefore  (consider  it  which  way  you  will)  either  re« 
nounce  all  force  as  useful,  or  pull  off  your  matkt  and 
own  all  the  severities  of  the  crudest  persecutors. 

The  other  reason  of  your  judging  force  to  be  useful, 
you  say,  is  grounded  on  the  indisputaUe  attestation  of 
experience*    Pray  tell  us  where  you  have  this  attestation 
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of  experience  fbr  your  moderate,  which  is  the  only  use- 
ful, force  t  name  the  country  where  true  religion  or 
sound  Christianity  has  been  nationally  receited,  and 
established  by  moderate  penal  laws,  that  the  observing 
persons  you  appeal  to,  may  know  where  to  employ  their 
observation  :  tell  us  how  long  it  was  tried,  and  what 
Was  the  success  of  it  ?  And  where  there  has  been  the  re- 
laxation of  such  moderate  penal  laws,  the  fruits  Where- 
of have  continually  been  epicurism  and  atheism  ?  Till 
you  do  this,  I  fear,  that  all  the  world  will  think  there  is 
a  more  indisputable  attestation  of  experience  for  the 
success  of  dragooning,  and  the  severities  yxm  condemn, 
than  of  your  moderate  method ;  which  we  shall  com^ 
pare  with  the  king  of  France's,  and  see  which  is  most 
^ui^ssfui  in  making  proselytes  to  church  conformity : 
(for  yours  as  well  as  his  reach  no  farther  than  that)  when 
you  produce  your  examples  :  the  confident  talk  whereof 
is  good  to  countenance  a  cause,  though  experience  there 
be  none  in  the  case. 

But  you  **  appeal,  you  say,  to  all  observing  persons, 
•*  whether  wherever  true  religion  or  sound  Christianity 
**  have  been  nationally  received  and  established  by  mo- 
derate penal  laws,  it  has  not  always  visibly  lost 
ground  by  the  relaxation  of  those  laws  ?  "  True  or 
false  religions,  sound  or  unsound  Christianity,  wherever 
establbhed  into  national  religions  by  penal  laws,  always 
have  lost,  and  always  will  lose  ground,  i.  e.  lose  several 
of  their  conforming  professors  upon  the  relaxation  of 
those  laws.  But  this  concerns  not  the  true,  more  than 
other  religions,  nor  is  any  prejudice  to  it;  but  only  shows 
that  many  are,  by  the  penalties  of  the  law,  kept  in  the 
communion  of  the  national  religion,  who  are  not  really 
convinced  or  persuaded  of  it :  and  therefore,  as  soon  as 
liberty  is  given,  they  own  the  dislike  they  had  many  of 
them  before,  and  out  of  persuasion,  curiosity,  &c.  seek 
out  and  betake  themselves  to  some  other  profession. 
This  need  not  startle  the  magistrates  of  any  religion, 
much  less  those  of  the  true ;  since  they  will  be  sure  to 
retain  those,  who  more  mind  their  secular  interest  than 
the  truth  of  religion ;  who  are  every- where  the  greater 
number,  by  the  advantages  of  countenance  and  prefer- 
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Dient:  and  if  it  be  the  true  religion,  they  wiU  retain  those 
also,  who  are  in  earnest  about  it,  by  the  strong  tie  of 
conscience  and  conviction. 

You  go  on,  *'  Whether  sects  and  heresies  (even  the 
"  wildest  and  most  absurd,  and  even  epicurism  and 
**  atheism)  have  not  continually,  thereupon  spread  them- 
**  selves,  and  whether  the  very  life  of  Christianity  has 
**  not  sensibly  decayed,  as  well  as  the  number  of  sound 
**  professors  of  it  been  daily  lessened  upon  it.*'  As  to 
atheism  and  epicurism,  whether  they  spread  more  under 
toleration,  or  national  religions,  established  by  mode- 
rate penal  laws ;  when  you  show  us  the  countries  where 
fair  trial  hath  been  made  of  both,  that  we  may  compare 
them  together,  we  shall  Iietter  be  able  to  judge. 

*'  Epicurism  and  atheism,  say  you,  are  found  con- 
**  stantly  to  spread  themselves  upon  the  relaxation  of 
''  moderate  penal  laws."  We  will  suppose  your  his- 
tory to  be  full  of  instances  of  such  relaxations,  which 
you  will  in  good  time  communicate  to  the  world,  that 
wants  this  assistance  from  your  observation.  But  were 
this  to  be  justified  out  of  history,  yet  would  it  not  be 
any  argument  against  toleration ;  unless  your  history 
can  furnish  you  with  a  new  sort  of  religion  founded  in 
atheism.  However,  you  do  well  to  charge  the  spread- 
ing of  atheism  upon  toleration  in  matters  of  religion, 
as  an  argument  against  those  who  deny  atheism,  which 
takes  away  all  religion,  to  have  any  right  to  toleration 
at  all.  But  perhaps,  as  is  usual  for  those  who  think  all 
the  world  should  see  with  their  eyes,  and  receive  their 
systems  for  unquestionable  verities,  zeal  for  your  own 
way  malces  you  call  all  atheism,  that  agrees  not  with  it. 
That  which  makes  me  doubt  of  this,  are  these  following 
words :  **  Not  to  speak  of  what  at  tiiis  time  our  eyes 
**  cannot  but  see,  for  fear  of  giving  offence :  though 
I  hope  it  will  Ije  none  to  any,  that  have  a  just  con- 
cern for  truth  and  piety,  to  take  notice  of  the  books 
and  pamphlets  which  now  fly  so  thick  about  this  king- 
dom, manifestly  tending  to  the  multiplying  of  sects 
**  and  divisions,  and  even  to  the  promoting  of  scep- 
**  ticism  in  religion  amongst  us.  In  which  number,  you 
**  say,   you  shall  UQt  much  ne^  my  pardon^  if  yoi| 
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*^  reckon  the  first  and  second  letter  concerning .  tolera- 
*^  tion."  Whei-ein,  by  a  broad  insinuation,  you  impute 
the  spreading  of  atheism  amongst  us,  to  the  late  relaxa- 
tion made  in  favour  of  protestant  dissenters :  and  yet  all 
that  you  can  take  notice  of  as  a  proof  of  this,  is,  **  the 
books  and  pamphlets  which  now  fly  so  thick  about 
this  kingdom,  manifestly  tending  to  the  multiplying 
'^  of  sects  and  divisions,  and  even  to  the  promoting  of 
^^  scepticism  in  religion  amongst  us ;  **  and,  for  instance, 
you  name  the  first  and  second  letter  concerning  tolera- 
tion. If  one  may  guess  at  the  others  by  these ;  the 
atheism  and  scepticism  you  accuse  them  of  will  have 
but  little  more  in  it,  than  an  opposition  to  your  hypo- 
thesis ;  on  which  the  whole  business  of  religion  must  so 
turn,  that  whatever  agrees  not  with  your  system,  must 
presently,  by  interpretation,  be  concluded  to  tend  to  the 
promoting  of  atheism  or  scepticism  in  religion.  For  I 
challenge  you  to  show,  in  either  of  those  two  letters  you 
mention,  one  word  tending  to  epicurism,  atheism,  or 
scepticism  in  religion. 

But,  sir,  against  the  next  time  you  are  to  give  an 
account  of  books  and  pamphlets  tending  to  the  pro- 
moting scepticism  in  religion  amongst  us,  I  shall  mind 
you  of  the  "  Third  letter  concerning  toleration,"  to 
be  added  to  the  catalogue,  which  asserting  and  building 
upon  this,  that  ''  true  religion  may  be  known  by  those 
"  who  profess  it  to  be  the  only  true  religion  *"  does  not 
a  little  towards  betraying  the  christian  religion  to  scep- 
tics. For  what  greater  advantage  can  be  given  them, 
than  to  teach,  that  one  may  know  the  true  religion? 
thereby  putting  into  their  hands  a  right  to  demand  it  to 
be  demonstrated  to  them,  that  the  christian  religion  is 
true,  and  bringing  on  the  professors  of  it  a  necessity  of 
doing  it.  I  have  heard  it  complained  of  as  one  great 
ai*tifice  of  sceptics,  to  require  demonstrations  where  they 
neither  could  be  had,  nur  were  necessary.  But  if  the 
true  religion  may  be  known  to  men  to  be  so,  a  sceptic 
may  require,  and  you  cannot  blame  him  if  he  does  not 
receive  your  religion,  upon  the  strongest  probable  argu- 
ments without  demonstration, 
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'  And  if  one  should  demand  of  you  a  demonstration  of 
the  truthg  of  your  religion,  which  I  beseech  you,  would 
you  do,  either  renounce  your  assertion,  that  it  may  be 
known  to  be  true,  or  else  undertake  to  demonstrate  it  to 
him? 

And  as  for  the  decay  of  the  very  life  and  spirit  of 
Christianity,  and  the  spreading  of  epicurism  amongst  us : 
I  ask^  What  can  more  tend  to  the  promoting  of  them 
•than  this  doctrine,  which  is  to  be  found  in  the  same 
letter,  viz.  That  it  is  presumable  that  those  who  con- 
form, do  it  upon  reason  and  conviction?  When  you 
can  instance  in  any  thing  so  much  tending  to  the  pro- 
moting of  scepticism  in  religion  and  epicurism,  in  the 
first  or  second  letter  concerning  toleration,  we  shall 
have  reason  to  think  you  have  some  ground  for  what 
you  say. 

As  to  epicurism,  the  spreading  whereof  you  likewise 
impute  to  the  relaxation  of  your  moderate  penal  laws ; 
that,  so  far  as  it  is  distinct  from  atheism,  I  think  re- 
gards men's  lives  more  than  their  religions,  i.  e.  specu- 
lative opinions  in  religion  and  ways  of  worship,  which 
is  what  we  mean  by  religion,  as  concerned  in  toleration* 
And  for  the  toleration  of  corrupt  manners,  and  the  de- 
baucheries of  life,  neither  our  author  nor  I  do  plead  for 
it ;  but  say  it  is  properly  the  magistrate's  business  by 
punishments  to  restrain  and  suppress  them.  I  do  not 
therefore  blame  your  zeal  against  atheism  and  epicu* 
rism  ;  but  you  discover  a  great  zeal  against  something 
else,  in  charging  them  on  toleration,  when  it  is  in  the 
magbtrate's  power  to  restrain  and  suppress  them  by 
more  effectual  laws  than  those  for  church  conformity. 
For  there  are  those  who  will  tell  you«  that  an  outward 
profession  of  the  national  religion,  even  where  it  is  the 
true  religion,  is  no  more  opposite  to,  or  inconsistent  with 
atheism  or  epicurism,  than  the  owning  of  another  reli- 
gion, especially  any  christian  profession,  that  differs 
from  it.  And  therefore  you  in  vain  impute  atheism  or 
epicurism  to  the  relaxation  of  penal  laws,  that  require 
no  more  than  an  outward  conformity  to  the  national 
church. 
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As  to  the  seotfl  and  undirirtittn  divisioni^  (for  other 
there  may  be  without  prejttdioe  to  chriitianitj^) 
at  whole  door  the/  chiefljr  ought  to  be  laid»  I  hate  ihowed 
you  daewhere. 

Ode  thifig  I  cannot  but  take  notice  of  here^  that 
having  named  <<  sects,  heresies,  epicurism,  athrism, 
**  and  a  decay  of  the  spirit  and  life  of  Christianity^**  as 
the  fruits  of  relaxation,  for  which  you  had  tlie  attesta^ 
tton  of  former  experience,  you  add  these  words»  ^*  Not 
^  to  spealc  of  what  our  eyes  at  this  time  cannot  but 
«'  see,  for  fear  of  giving  offence/'  Whom  is  it,  I  be« 
«eech  you,  you  are  so  afraid  of  offending,  if  you  Should 
apeak  of  the  ^  epicurism,  atheism,  and  d^cay  of  the 
^^  s)nrtt  and  life  of  Christianity,'*  amongst  us  ?  But  I 
met  he  that  is  so  moderate  in  one  part  of  Ids  letter^  that 
he  wUl  not  take  upon  him  to  teach  law-makers  and 
governors^  even  what  they  cannot  know  without  being 
taught  by  him»  i.  e«  what  he  calls  moderate  penalties 
or  force ;  may  yet^  in  another  part  of  the  same  letter, 
by  broad  insinuations.  Use  reproaches,  wherrin  it  is  a 
Jiard  matter  to  think  law*mak»rs  and  governors  are  not 
meant.  But  whoever  be  meant,  it  is  at  least  adviseable, 
id  aooMations  that  are  easier  suggested  than  made  out, 
to  oast  abroad  the  slander  in  general,  and  leave  others 
lo  apply  it,  for  fear  those  who  are  named^  and  so  justly 
offended  with  a  felse  imputation,  should  be  entitled  to 
ask,  as  in  thk  case,  how  it  appears,  ''that  sects  and 
^  heresies  have  moltifdied,  epicurism  and  atheism  spread 
^  themselves,  and  that  the  life  and  spirit  of  Christianity 
^  is  decayed/'  more  within  these  two  years,  thari  it  was 
before ;  and  that  all  this  mischief  is  owing  to  the  late 
relaxation  of  the  penal  laws  against  protestant  dis- 
senters? 

You  go  on,  '^  And  if  these  have  always  been  the  fruits 
**  of  the  relaxation  of  moderate  pend  laws,  made  for 
^  the  preserving  and  advancing  true  religion  ;  yon  think 
^  this  consideration  akme  is  abundantly  sufficient  to 
^  show  the  usefulness  and  benefit  of  such  laWH.  For 
^  if  these  evils  have  constantly  sprung  from  the  rebxa- 
^  tion  of  those  laws,  it  is  evident  they  were  prevented 
^  befete  by  those  laws."    One  wodd  think  by  your 
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saying,  **  bIwbjs  been  the  fruits,  and  constantly  sprung,** 
that  moderate  penal  laws,  for  preserving  the  true  rdi- 
gion,  had  been  the  constant  practice  ot*  all  christian 
commonwealths ;  and  that  relaxations  of  them,  in  favour 
of  a  free  toleration,  had  fi^uently  happened ;  and  that 
there  were  examples  both  of  the  one  and  the  other,  as 
common  and  known,  as  of  princes  that  have  persecuted 
for  religion,  and  learned  men  who  have  employed  their 
skill  to  make  it  good.  But  till  you  show  us  in  what 
ages  or  countries  your  moderate  establishments  were  in 
fashion,  and  where  they  were  again  removed  to  make 
way  for  our  author's  toleration ;  you  to  as  little  purpose 
talk  of  the  fruits  of  them,  as  if  you  should  talk  of  the 
fruit  of  a  tree  which  nobody  planted,  or  was  no-where 
suffered  to  grow  till  one  might  see  what  fruit  came 
from  it. 

Having  laid  it  down  as  one  of  the  conditions  for  a  fair 
debate  of  this  controversy,  **  That  it  should  be  without 
supposing  all  along  your  church  in  the  right,  and 
your  religion  the  true ;  **  I  add  these  words :  '*  Which 
can  no  more  be  allowed  to  you  in  this  case,  what* 
ever  your  church  or  religion  be,  than  it '  can  be  to  a 
*^  papist  or  a  lutheran,  a  presbyterian  or  an  anabaptist'; 
**  nay,  no  more  to  you,  than  it  can  be  allowed  to  a 
**  jew  or  mahometan/'  •  To  which  you  reply,  "No, 
**  Sir  ?  Not  whatever  your  church  or  religion  be  ?  That 
**  seems  somewhat  hard.  And  you  think  I  might  have 
"  given  you  some  reason  for  what  I  say :  for  certainly 
"  it  is  not  so  self-evident  as  to  need  no  proof.  But  you 
think  it  is  no  hard  matter  to  guess  at  my  reason,  though 
I  did  not  think  fit  expressly  to  own  it.  For  it  is 
obvious  enough,  there  can  be  no  other  reason  for  tins 
**  assertion  of  mine,  but  either  the  equal  truth,  or  at 
least  the  equal  certainty  (or  uncertainty)  of  all  reli- 
gions. For  whoever  considers  my  assertion,  must  see, 
that  to  make  it  good  I  shall  be  obliged  to  maintain 
one  of  these  two  things :  either,  1.  That  no  religion 
is  the  true  religion,  in  opposition  to  other  religions : 
''  which  makes  all  religions  true  or  false,  and  so  either 
"  way  indifferent.  Or,  2.  That  though  some  one  rdi- 
**  giou  be  the  true  religion,  yet  no  man  can  have  any 
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^  more  reason  than  another  man  of  another  religibn' 
may  have,,  to  believe  his  to  be  the  true  religion. 
Which  makes  all  religions  equally  certain,  (or  un- 
certain, whether  I  please,)  and  so  renders  it  vain  and 
idle  to  inquire  after  the  true  religion,  and  only  k 
piece  of  good  luck  if  any  man  be  of  it ;  and  such 
**  good  luck  as  he  can  never  know  that  he  has,  till  he 
'^  come  into  the  other  world.  Whether  of  these  two 
**-  principles  I  will  own,  you  know  not.  But  certainly 
**  one  or  other  of  them  lies  at  the  bottom  with  me,  and 
''  is  the  lurking  supposition  upon  which  I  build  all  that 
^  Isay." 

Certainly  no,  Sir,  neither  of  these  reasons  you  have 
so '  ingenuously  and  friendly  found  out  for  me,  lies  at 
the  bottom  ;  but  this,  that  whatever  privilege  or  power 
you  claim,  upon  your  supposing  yours  to  be  the  true 
religion,  is  equally  due  to  another,  who  supposes  his  to 
be  the  true  rehgion,  upon  the  same  claim:  and  there- 
fore that  is  no  more  to  be  allowed  to  you  than  to  him. 
For  whose  is  really  the  true  religion,  yours  or  his,  being 
the  matter  in  contest  betwixt  you,  your  supposing 
can  no  more  determine  it  on  your  side,  than  his  sup- 
posing on  his ;  unless  you  can  think  you  have  a  right 
to  judge  in  your  own  cause.  You  believe  yours  to  be 
the  true  religion,  so  does  he  believe  his ;  you  say  you . 
are  certain  of  it,  so  says  he,  he  is :  you  think  you  have 
^  arguments  proper  and  sufficient  to  convince  him, 
if  he  would  consider  them;  the  same  thinks  he  of  his. 
If  this  claim,  which  is  equally  on  both  sides,  be  allow* 
ed  to  either,  without  any  proof;  it  is  plain  he,  in  whose 
favour  it  is  allowed,  is  allowed  to  be  judge  in  his  own 
cause,  which  nobody  can  have  a  right  to  be,  who  is  not 
at  least  infallible.  If  you  come  to  arguments  and 
proofs,  which  you  must  do,  before  it  can  be  determinied 
whose  is  the  true  religion,  it  is  plain  your  supposition 
is  not  allowed. 

In  our  present  case,  in  using  punishments  in  religion, 
your  supposing  yours  to  be  the  true  religion,  gives  you 
or  your  magistrate  no  more  advantage  over  a  papist, 
presbyterian,.or  mahometan,  or  more  reason  to  punish 
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(ritherof  them  for  his  leUgion,  than  the  same  rappOBitioi 
in  a  papist,  presbyteriati,  or  mahometan,  gives  any  of 
.  themi  or  a  magistrate  of  their  religion,  advantage  over 
vjou,  or  reason  to  punish  you  for  your  reUgion :  and 
therefore  this  supposition,  to  any  purpose  or  privilege 
of  using  farce,  is  no  more  to  be  allowed  to  you,  than  to 
tany  one  of  any  other  religion.  This  the  words,  IN  this 
1CA8B,  which  I  there  used,  would  have  satisfied  any  other 
to  have  been  my  meaning :  but  whether  your  charity 
jnade  you  not  to  take  notice  of  them,  or  the  joy  of  such 
jm  advantage  as  this,  not  to  understand  them,  this  is 
certain,  you  were  resolved  not  to  lose  the  opportunity, 
auch  a  place  as  this  afforded  you,  of  showing  your  gift, 
in  commenting  and  guessing  shrewdly  at  a  man*s  rca* 
sons,  when  he  does  not  think  fit  expressly  to  own  them 
himself. 

I  must  own  you  are  a  very  lucky  hand  at  it ;  and  as 
•you  do  it  here  upon  the  same  ground,  so  it  is  just  with 
the  same  success,  as  you  in  another  place  have  exercised 
your  lo^c  on  my  saying  something  to  the  same  pur- 
pose, as  I  do  here.  But,  Sir,  if  you  will  add  but  one 
more  to  your  plentiful  stock  of  distinctions,  and  ob« 
V  serve  the  difference  there  is  between  the  ground  of  any 
one's  supposing  his  religion  is  true,  and  the  privilege  he 
may  pretend  to  by  supposing  It  true,  you  will  never 
stumble  at  this  again ;  but  you  will  find,  that  though 
upon  the  former  of  these  accounts,  men  of  all  religions 
cannot  be  equally  allowed  to  suppose  their  rdigions  true, 
yet,  in  reference  to  the  latter,  the  supposition  may  and 
ought  to  be  allow;ed,  or  denied  equally  to  all  men. 
And  the  rei^on  of  it  is  plain,  viz.  because  the  assumnce 
wherewith  one  man  supposes  his  religion  to  be  true, 
being  no  more  an  argument  of  its  truth  to  another,  than 
vice  versft ;  neither  of  them  can  claim  by  the  assurance, 
wherewith  he  supposes  bis  religion  the  true,  any  prero- 
gative or  power  over  the  other,  which  the  other  has  not 
by  the  same  title  an  equal  claim  to  over  him.  If  thb 
will  not  serve  to  spare  you  the  pains  another  time  of  any 
more  such  reasonings,  as  we  have  twice  had  on  this  sub- 
ject5 1.|hink  I .  shall  be  forced  to  send  you. to  my  malMh 
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m^taos  or  puglUis :  tnd  I  doubt  whethw  I  am  nbt  leas 
dvU  to  your  paiia  than  I  should  be»  tbat  I  dp  not  sond 
you  to  tbem  noir. 

You  go  0D9  and  say*  *^  But  as  unioaiODable  as  this 
^  condition  is^  you  sea  no  noed  you  bave  to  dedina  it^ 
nor  any  ocoaaion  I  bad  to  impose  it  upon  you.  For 
certainly  the  making  what  t  call  your  new  method 
consistent  and  practicable,  does  no  way  ohlig*  you  t^ 
suppose  all  along  your  rdigion  the  true>  as  I  ima»> 
^'  gine^'*  And  as  I  imagine  it  does :  for  without  that 
opposition,  I  would  fain  have  you  show  mcy  how  it  is 
in  any  one  country  practicable  to  punish  men  to  bring 
tbem  to  the  true  ndigion.  For  if  you  will  argue  fbr 
fcHncff  as  necessary  to  bring  men  to  the  true  i^gion> 
without  supposing  yours  to  be  it ;  you  will  find  yourself 
under  some  such  difficulty  as  this»  that  then  it  must  be 
first  detwmined  (and  you  will  reqobe  it  should  be) 
which  is  the  true  religion,  before  any  one  can  have  a 
right  to  use  force  to  bring  men  to  it ;  which,  if  every 
one  did  not  determine  for  himself,  by  supposing  bis  own 
the  true ;  nobody,  I  think,  will  desire  toleration  any 
longer  than  till  that  be  settled. 

You  go  on :  "*  No,  Sir,  it  is  enough  for  that  purpose 
^^  that  there  is  one  true  religion,  and  but  one/'  Sunxise 
not  the  national  rdigion  established  by  law  in  England  to 
be  that,  and  then  even  upon  your  principles  of  its  being 
useful,  and  that  the  magistrate  has  a  commission  to  use 
force  for  the  promoting  the  true  religion,  prove,  if  you 
please,  that  the  magistrate  has  a  power  to  use  force  to 
bring  men  to  the  national  religion  in  England.  Fw  then 
you  must  prove  the  national  religion,  as  established  by 
law  in  England,  to  be  that  one  true  religion,  and  so  tbet 
true  religion ;  that  he  rejects  the  true  religion  who  dis-i 
sents  firxmi  any  part  of  it ;  and,  so  r^ecting  the  true  raltv 
gion,  cannot  be  saved.  But  of  this  more  in  another  place* 
Your  other  two  suppositions,  which  you  join  to  the 
foregoing,  are,  ^  That  that  religion  may  be  known  by 
^  t}u)se  who  profess  it,  to  be  the  only  true  religion  i  and 
^  may  also  be  manifested  to  be  such  by  them  to  others^ 
^  so  far  at  least,  as  to  oblige  them  to  receive  it,  and  fa 
'*  leave  them  without  excuse,  if  they  do  not/' 
^  Tbflw»  you  say>  arQ  auppofitkmffi  ^f  fnough  for  ths 
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**  making  your  method  consistent  and  practicaldeJ** 
They  are^  I  guess,  more  than  enough,  for  you,  upon 
them,  to  prove  any  national  religion  in  the  world  the 
only  true  religion.  And  till  you  have  proved  (for  you 
profess  here  to  have  quitted  the  supposition  of  any  one's 
being  true,  as  necessary  to  your  hypothesis)  some  na- 
tional religion  to  be  that  only  true  religion,  I  would 
gladly  know  how  it  is  any-where  practicable  to  use  force 
to  bring  men  to  the  true  religion. 

You  suppose  ^  there  is  one  true  religion,  and  but 
^  one."  In  this  we  are  both  agreed:  and  from  hence, 
I  think,  it  will  follow,  since  whoever  is  of  this  true  reli" 
gion  shall  be  saved,  and  without  being  of  it  no  man  shall 
be  saved,  that  upon  your  second  and  third  suppositions 
it  will  be  hard  to  show  any  national  religion  to  be  thii 
only  true  religion.  For  who  is  it  will  say,  he  knows,  or 
that  it  is  knowable,  that  any  national  religion  (wherein 
must  be  comprehended  all  that,  by  the  penal  laws,  he  is 
required  to  embrace)  is  that  only  true  religion ;  which 
if  men  reject^  they  shall ;  and  which,  if  they  embraoei 
they  shall  not ;  miss  salvation  ?  Or  can  you  undertake 
that  any  national  religion  in  the  world  can  be  manifested 
to  be  such,  i.  e.  in  short,  to  contain  all  things  necessary 
to  salvation,  and  nothing  but  what  is  so  ?  For  that,  and 
that  alone,  is  the  one  only  true  religion,  without  which 
nobody  can  be  saved ;  and  which  is  enough  for  the  sal* 
vation  of  every  one  who  embraces  it.  And  therefore 
whatever  is  less  or  more  than  this,  is  not  the  one  only 
true  religion ;  or  that  which  there  is  a  necessity  for  their 
salvation  men  should  be  forced  to  embrace. 

1  do  not  hereby  deny,  that  there  is  any  national  reli- 
gion which  contains  all  that  is  necessary  to  salvation ; 
for  so  doth  the  Romish  religion,  which  is  not  for  all 
that,  so  much  as  a  true  religion.  Nor  do  I  deny,  that 
there  are  national  religions  that  contain'  all  things  ne- 
cessary to  salvation,  and  nothing  inconsistent  with  it, 
and  so  may  be  called  true  religions.  But  since  they  all 
of  them  join  with  what  is  necessary  to  salvation,  a  great 
deal  that  is  not  so,  and  make  that  as  necessary  to  commu- 
nion, as  what  is  necessary  to  salvation,  not  suiTering  any 
one  to  be  of  their  communion,  without  taking  all  toge- 
ther;  nor  to  Uvo  amongst  them  fi^  from\puQi8bmeint, 
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out  of  their  coininunion ;  will  you  affirm,  that  any  of 
the  national  religions  of  the  world,  which  are  imposed  by 
penal  laws,  and  to  which  men  are  driven  with  force ;  can 
be  said  to  be  that  one  only  true  religion^  which  if  men 
embrace,  they  shall  be  saved ;  and  which,  if  they  embrace 
not,  they  shall  be  damned  ?  And  therefore  your  two  sup^ 
positions,  true  or  false,  are  not  enough  to  make  it  prac^ 
ticable,  upon  your  principles  of  necessity,  to  use  force 
upon  dissenters  from  the  national  religion,  though  it 
contain  in  it  nothing  but  truth ;  unless  that  which  is  re- 
quired to  communion  be  all  necessary  to  salvation.  For 
whatever  is  not  necessary  to  salvation,  there  is  no  neces« 
sity  any  one  should  embrace.  So  that  whenever  you 
qpeak  of  the  true  religion,  to  make  it  to  your  purpose, 
you  must  speak  only  of  what  js  necessary  to  salvation ; 
unless  you  will  say,  that  in  order  to  the  salvation  of  men's 
souls,  it  is  necessary  to  use  force  to  bring  them  to  em* 
iHraoe  something,  that  is  not  necessary  to  their  salvation. 
I  think  that  neither  you,  or  any  body-else,  will  affirm, 
that  it  is  necessary  to  use  force  to  bring  men  to  receive 
aU  the  truths  of  the  christian  religion,  though  they  are 
truths  God  has  thought  fit  to  reveal.  For  then,  by  your 
own  rule,  you  who  profess  the  christian  religion,  musit 
know  them  all,  and  must  be  able  to  manifest  them  to 
others ;  for  it  is  on  that  here  you  ground  the  necessity 
and  reasonableness  of  penalties  used  to  bring  men  to 
embrace  the  truth.  But  I  suspect  it  is  the  good  word 
religion  (as  in  other  places  other  words)  has  misled  you, 
whilst  you  content  yourself  with  good  sounds,  and  some 
confused  notions,  that  usually  accompany  them,  with- 
out annexing  to  them  any  precise  determined  significa- 
tion. To  convince  you  that  it  is  not  without  ground  I 
say  this,  I  shall  desire  you  but  to  set  down  what  you 
mean  here  by  true  religion ;  that  we  may  know  what 
in  ypur  sense  is,  and  what  is  not  contained  in  it.  Would 
you  but  do  this  fairly,  and  define  your  words,  or  use 
them  in  one  constant  settled  sense,  I  think  the  oontro- 
Tersy  between  you  and  me  would  be  at  an  end,  with* 
ottt  any  further  trouble. 

Having  showed  of  what  advantage  they  are  like  to  be 
to  you  for  the  making  your  method  practicable ;  in  the 
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next  plaoB  let  nt  oonncler  your  tuppontioBs  themaelvci^ 
As  to  the  firsts  **  there  is  one  true  religioQ»  and  but  one,'* 
we  are  agreed.  But  what  you  say  in  the  next  place, 
that  ^  that  one  true  religbn  may  be  knovra  by  those 
^  who  pro£ess  it>**  will  need  a  little  examination*  As» 
first,  it  will  be  necessary  to  inquire,  what  you  mean  by 
known ;  whether  you  mean  by  it  knowledge  properly  so 
called,  as  contra*distinguished  to  belief ;  or  only  the  a»* 
suranoe  of  a  firm  belief  ?  If  the  latter,  I  leave  you  your 
supposition  to  make  your  use  of  it ;  only  with  this  desire, 
that  to  avoid  mistakes,  when  you  do  make  any  use  of  it, 
you  would  call  it  believing.  If  you  mean  that  the  tnie 
religbn  may  be  known  wkh  the  certainty  of  knowledge 
properly  so  called ;  I  ask  you  farther,  whether  that  true 
religion  be  to  be  known  by  the  light  of  nature,  or  needed 
a  divine  revelation  to  discover  it  ?  If  you  say.  as  I  sup* 
pose  you  will,  the  latter ;  then  I  ask  whether  the  making 
out  of  that  to  be  a  divine  revelation,  depends  not  upon 
particular  matters  of  fact,  whereof  you  were  no  eye-- 
witness ;  but  were  done  many  ages  before  you  were  bom? 
and  if  so,  by  what  principles  of  sdenoe  they  cap  be 
known  to  any  man  now  living? 

The  articles  of  my  religion,  and  of  a  great  many  such 
other  short-sighted  people  as  I  am.  are  articles  of  fiutb, 
which  we  think  there  are  so  good  grounds  to  believe 
that  we  are  persuaded  to  venture  our  eternal  hfl|ipiness 
on  that  belief:  and  hope  to  be  of  that  number  of  whom 
our  Saviour  sald^  *'  Blessed  are  they  that  have  not  seen. 
<<  and  yet  have  believed."  But  we  ndther  think  that 
God  requires,  nor  has  given  us  faculties  eap§bkt  of 
knowing  in  this  world  several  of  those  truths,  wfakh  are 
to  be  believed  to  salvation.  If  you  have  a  religion,  all 
whose  general  truths  are  either  self««vident.  or  capable 
of  demonstration,  (for  matters  of  fact  are  not  capable 
of  being  any  way  known  but  to  the  by«^tandera.)  yon 
will  do  well  to  kt  it  be  known,  for  the  ending  of  oon- 
troversies.  and  banishing  of  errour.  coooemiog  any  of 
those  points,  out  of  the  world.  For  whatever  may  be 
known,  besides  matter  of  fact,  is  capaUe  of  demonslni* 
tion ;  and  when  you  have  demonstrated  to  any  one  any 
point  in  religton.  you  ahaU  have  my  oonient  to  punsrii 


A  Third  letted  far  Tbleraihn.  4a5^ 

him  if  he  do  not  assent  to  it    But  yet  let  me  teH  you»  * 
there  are  many  truths  even  in  mathematics,  the  eyi« 
deooe  whereof  one  man  seeing,  is  able  to  demonstrate 
to  himself,  and  so  may  know  them :  which  evidence  yet 
lie  not  being  able  to  make,  another  see,  (which  is  to  de* 
monstrate   to  him,)  he  cannot  make  known  to  himi* 
tiiough  his  scholar  be  willing,  and  with  all  his  power* 
aiqilies  himself  to  learn  it. 

But  granting  your  supposition^  ^  that  the  one  true- 
^  religion  may  be  known  by  those  who  profbss  it  to  be 
**  the  only  true  rel^ion ; ''  will  it  follow  from  hence,* 
that  because  it  is  knowable  to  be  the  true  religion,  there-' 
fore  the  magistrate  who  professes  it  actually  knows  it  to^ 
be  so  ?  Without  which  knowledge,  upon  your  princi-* 
jdes,  he  cannot  use  force  to  bring  men  to  it.  But  if  you 
are  but  at  hand  to  assure  him  which  is  the  true  religion, 
for  which  he  ought  to  use  force,  he  is  bound  to  believe^ 
you ;  and  that  will  do  as  well  as  if  he  examined  and  knew 
himself,  or  perhaps  better.  For  you  seem  not  wdl  sa«* 
tislied  with  what  the  magistrates  have  lately  done,  witb^ 
out  your  leave>  concerning  religion  in  England.  And 
I  confess  the  easiest  way  to  remove  all  difficulties  in  the 
case,  is  for  you  to  be  the  magistrate's  infallible  guide  in 
matters  of  religion.  And  therefore  you  do  well  here 
also  to  keep  to  your  safe  style,  lest  if  your  sense  were 
elear  and  determined,  it  might  be  more  exposed  to  ex«t 
oeptioDs ;  and  therefore  you  tell  us  the  true  religion  may 
be  known  by  those  who  profess  it.  For  not  saying  by 
some  ctf  those,  or  by  all  those,  the  errour  of  what  you  say 
is  not  so  easily  observed,  and  requires  the  more  trouble 
to  come  at :  which  I  shall  spare  myself  here,  bdngsaUs-i 
fied  that  the  magistrate,  who  has  so  full  an  employment 
of  bis  thoughts  in  the  cares  of  his  government,  has  not 
an  overplus  of  leisure  to  attain  ttmt  knowledge  which 
you  require,  and  so  usually  contents  himsdf  with  be-* 
Ueving. 

Your  next  supposition  is,  that  '<  the  one  true  religion 
^  may  ahiobe  manifested  to  be  such,  by  them,  to  others ; 
^  so  for,  at  least,  as  to  oblige  them  to  receive  it,  and 
^  leave  them  without  excuse  if  they  do  not.*'  That  it 
can  be  manifested  to  some,  so  as  to  oblige,  it  e.  causa 
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them  to  receive  it,  is  evident »  because  it  is  received. 
But  because  this  seems  to  be  spoken  more  in  reference  to 
those  who  do  not  receive  it,  as  appears  by  these  follow- 
ing words  of  yours :  *'  then  it  is  altogether  as  plain,  that 
it  may  be  very  reasonable  and  necessary  for  some  men 
to  change  their  religion ;  and  that  it  may  be  made 
appear  to  them  to  be  so.  And  then,  if  such  men 
^  will  not  consider  what  is  offered  to  convince  them  of 
''  the  reasonableness  and  necessity  of  doing  it ;  it  may 
^  be  very  fit  and  reasonable/'  you  tell  me,  ^  for  any 
**  thing  I  have  said  to  the  contrary,  in  order  to  the 
**  bringing  them  to  the  consideration,  to  require  them/ 
^  under  convenient  penalties,  to  forsake  their  Mse  re* 
^  ligions,  and  embrace  the  true.'*  You  suppose  the 
true  religion  may  be  so  manifested  by  a  man  that  is  of 
it,  to  all  men  so  far  as  to  leave  them,  if  they  do  not 
embrace  it,  without  excuse.  Without  excuse,  to  whom 
I  beseech  you  ?  To  God  indeed,  but  not  to  the  magi- 
strate ;  who  can  never  know  whether  it  has  been  so  ma- 
nifested to  any  man,  that  it  has  been  through  his  fault 
that  he  has  not  been  convinced ;  and  not  through  the 
fault  of  him  to  whom  the  magistrate  committed  the 
care  of  convincing  him :  and  it  is  a  sufficient  excuse  to 
the  magistrate,  for  any  one  to  say  to  him,. I  have  not 
neglected  to  consider  the  arguments  that  have  been  of- 
fered me,  by  those  whom  you  have  employed  to  mani- 
fest it  to  me ;  but  that  yours  is  the  only  true  religion  I 
am  not  convinced.  Which  is  so  direct  and  sufficient  an 
excuse  to  the  magistrate,  that  had  he  an  express  com- 
mission from  heaven  to  punish  all  those  who  did  not 
consider ;  he  could  not  yet  justly  punish  any  one  whom 
he  could  not  convince  had  not  considered.  But  you  en-, 
deavour  to  avoid  this,  by  what  you  infer  from  this  sup- 
position, viz.  **  That  then  it  may  be  very  fit  and  reason-. 
*'  able,  for  any  thing  I  have  said  to  the  contrary,  to 
^  require  men  under  convenient  penalties  to  forsake 
their  false  religions,  to  embrace  the  true,  in  order  to. 
the  bringing  them  to  consideration."  Whether  I  have 
said  any  thing  to  the  contrary,  or  no,  the  readers  must 
judge,  and  I  need  not  repeat.  But  now,  I  say,  it  is, 
neither  just  nor  reasonable  to  requiife  men  under  penal« 
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tiesi  to  attain  one  end,  in  order  to  bring  them  to  use  the 
means  not  necessary  to  that,  but  to  another  end.  For 
where  is  it  you  can  say  (unless  you  will  return  to  your 
old  supposition,  of  yours  being  the  true  religion ;  which 
you  say  is  not  necessary  to  your  method)  that  men  are 
by  the  law  **  required  to  forsake  their  false  religions,  and 
^  embrace  the  true  ?  "  The  utmost  is  this,  in  all  coun- 
tries where  the  national  religion  is  imposed  by  law,  men 
are  required  under  the  penalties  of  those  laws  out- 
wardly to  conform  to  it ;  which  you  say  is  in  order  to 
make  them  consider.  So  that  your  punishments  are  for 
the  attaining  one  end,  viz.  Conformity,  in  order  to 
make  men  use  consideration,  which  is  a  means  not 
necessary  to  that,  but  another  end,  viz.  finding  out 
and  embracing  the  one  true  religion.  For  however 
consideration  may  be  a  necessary  means  to  find  and 
embrace  the  one  true  religion,  it  is  not  at  all  a  neces- 
saty  means  to  outward  Conformity  in  the  communion 
of  any  religion. 

To  manifest  the  consistency  and  practicableness  of 
your  method  to  the  question,  what  advantage  would 
it  be  to  the  true  religion,  if  magistrates  did  every- 
where so  punish  ?  You  answer.  That  *'  by  the  magi- 
^  strates  punishing,  if  I  speak  to  the  purpose,  I  must 
^  mean  their  punishing  men  for  rejecting  the  true  reli- 
^  gion,  (so  tendered  to  them,  as  has  been  said,)  in  or- 
**  der  to  the  bringing  them  to  consider  and  embrace  it. 
^  Now  before  we  can  suppose  magistrates  every-where 
^  so  to  punish,  we  must  suppose  the  true  religion  to  tie 
•'  every-where  the  national  religion.  And  if  this  were 
^  the  case,  you  think  it  is  evident  enough,  what  advan- 
*'  tage  to  the  true  religion  it  would  be,  if  magistrates 
^  every-where  did  so  punish.  For  then  we  might  rea- 
"^  sonably  hope  that  all  false  religions  would  so0n  va- 
**  nish,  and  the  true  become  once  more  the  only  religion 
^  in  the  world ;  whereas  if  magistrates  should  not  so 
^  punish,  it  were  much  to  be  feared  (especially  consi- 
^  dering  what  has  already  happened)  that  on  the  con- 
^  trary  false  religions  and  atheism,  as  more  agreeable 
^  to  tiie  soil,  would  daily  take  deeper  root,  and  pro- 
^  ptfgate  themselves,  till  there'  were  no  room  left  for 
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^  tbe  true  religion  (which  is  but  a  foreiga  pkml)  in  wijr 
•*  corner  of  the  world." 

If  yoii  can  make  it  practicable  that  the  magittiiite 
should  punish  men  for  rejecting  the  true  rdigioo,  witli- 
out  judging  which  is  the  true  religion ;  or  if  true  reli- 
gion could  appear  in  person*  take  the  magistrate's  seat» 
and  there  judge  all  that  rejected  her^  something  might 
be  done.  But  the  mischief  of  it  is.  it  is  a  man  that  must 
condemn,  men  must  punish ;  and  men  cannot  do  this 
but  by  judging  who  is  guilty  of  the  crime  which  they 
punish.  An  orscfef  or  an  interpreter  of  the  law  of  na- 
ture»  who  speaks  as  dearly,  tells  the  magistrate  he  may 
and  ought  to  punish  thosCt  *^  who  reject  the  true  reli- 
*'  gion,  tendered  with  sufficient  evidence :  ^  the  magi- 
strate is  satisfied  of  his  authority,  and  believes  this  com- 
mission to  be  good-  Now  I  would  know  how  possibly 
he  can  execute  it,  without  making  himself  the  judge 
first  what  is  the  true  religion ;  unless  the  law  of  nature 
at  the  same  time  deliver^  into  his  hands  the  XXXIX 
artides  of  tlie  on^  only  true  religion ;  and  another  book 
wherein  all  the  ceremonies  and  outward  worship  of  it 
are  contained^  But  it  being  certain,  that  the  law  of 
nature  has  not  done  this ;  ami  as  certain,  that  the  arti- 
des, ceremonies,  and  disdpline  of  this  one  only  true 
religion,  have  been  often  varied  'in  several  ages  and 
countries,  since  the  magbtrate*s  commission  by  tbe  law 
of  nature  was  first  given :  there  is  no  rmedy  left,  hot 
that  the  magistrate  must  judge  what  is  the  true  rdiglon, 
if  he  must  punish  them  who  reject  it.  Suppose  the  ma- 
gistrate be  commissioned  to  punish  those  who  depart 
from  right  reason ;  tbe  magistrate  can  yet  never  punish 
any  one,  unless  he  be  judge  what  is  rig^t  reason ;  and 
then  judging  that  murder^  theft,  adultery,  narrow  cart- 
wheels, or  want  of  bows  and  arrows  in^a  man's  house, 
are  against  right  reason,  he  may  make  laws  to  puniah 
men  guilty  of  those,  as  rejecting  right  reason* 

So  if  the  magistrate  in  England  or  France,  having  a 
commission  to  punish  those  who  r^ect  the  one  only  true 
religion,  judges  the  religion  of  his  national  church  to  be 
it ;  it  is  possible  for  him  to  lay  pmalties  on  those  who 
reject  it,  pursuant  to  that  commission ;  otberwisib  with^ 
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ool  jiidgiDg  that  to  be  the  one  only  true  religion,  it  is 
irhoUy  impractioable  for  him  to  punish  thoie  who  em^ 
brace  it  not,  as  ngecters  of  the  one  only  true  religion. 

To  provide  as  good  asalvo  as  the  thing  will  bear«  you 
889"^  in  the  following  word8»  **  Before  we  can  suppose 
.^*  magistrates  every-where  so  to  punish,  we  mnst  sup- 
'*  pose  the  true  religion  to  be  every-where  the  national.** 
That  is  true  of  actual  punishment,  but  not  of  laying 
on  penalties  by  law ;  for  that  would  be  to  suppose  the 
national  religion  makes  or  chooses  the  magistrate^  and 
Dot  the  magistrate  the  national  religion.  But  we  see 
-the  contrary;  for  let  the  national  religion  be  what  it  will 
before,  the  magistrate  doth  not  always  fall  into  it  and 
enlbriuse  that ;  but  if  he  thinks  not  that,  but  some  other 
the  truei  the  first  opportunity  he  has,  he  changes  the 
national  religion  into  that  which  he  judges  the  true, 
and  then  punishes  the  dissenters  from  it;  where  his 
judgment,  which  is  the  true  religion,  always  necessarily 
precedes,  and  is  that  which  ultimately  does,  and  must 
determine  who  are  rejecters  of  the  true  relii^on,  and  so 
obnoxious  to  punishment.  This  being  so,  I  would  gladly 
see  how  your  method  can  be  any  way  practicaUe  to  the 
advantage  of  the  true  religion,  whereof  the  magistrate 
every«*wbere  must  be  judge,  or  else  he  can  punish  no- 
body at  alL 

*  You  tell  me  that  whereas  I  say,  that  to  justify  punish- 
ment it  is  requisite  that  it  be  directly  useful  for  the  pro- 
curing some  greater  good  than  that  which  it  takes  away ; 
you  '^  wish  I  had  told  you  why  it  must  needs  be  directly 
^  useful  for  that  purposes"  However  exact  yon  may  be 
in  demanding. reasons  of  what  is  said,  I  tboo^t  here 
you  had  no  cause  to  complain ;  but  you  let  slip  out  of 
your  memory  the  foregoing  words  of  this  passage,  which 
together  stands  thus,  *^  Punishment  is  some  evil,  some 
^  inconvenience,  some  suffering,  by  taking  away  or 
•^  abridging  some  good  thing,  which  he  who  is  pun»died 
has  oth^wise  a  right  to.  Now  to  justify  the  bring- 
ing any  such  evil  upon  any  man,  two  things  are  re- 
'<  quinte;  1.  Tliat  he  that  does  it  has  a  oommissioo  so 
^  to  dow  S»  That  it  be  directly  useful  fat  the  pnmioting 
*^  some  greater  good/'    It  is  evident  by  these  werds^ 


480^  A  Third  Letter  JbrToicratian. 

that  punidiment  brings  direct  evil  upon  a  mani  and 
therefore  it  should  not  be  used  but  where  it  is  directlj 
useful  for.  the  promoting  some  greater  good.  In  this 
case,  the  signification  of  the  word  directly,  carries  a 
manifest  reason  in  it,  to  any  one  who  understands  what 
directly  means.  If  the  taking  away  any  good  firom  a 
man  cannot,  be  justified,  but  by  making  it  a  means  to 
procure  a  greater ;  is  it  not  plain  it  must  be  so  a  means 
as  to  have,  in  the  operation  of  causes  and  efiects,  a  nap 
tural  tendency  to  that  effect?  and  then  it  is  called 
directly  useful  to  «uch  an  end :  and  this  may  give  you  a 
reason,  **  why  punishment  must  be  direcUy  useful  for 
''  that  purpose.**  I  know  you  are  very  tender  of  your 
indirect  and  at  a  distance  usefulness  of  force,  which  I 
have  in  another  place  showed  to  be,  in  your  way,  only 
useful  by  accident ;  nor  will  the  question  you.  here  sub- 
join excuse  it  from  being  so,  viz.  ^^  Why  penalties  are 
*y  not  as  directly  useful  for  the  bringing  men  to  the  true 
**  religion,  as  the  rod  of  correction  is  to  drive  foolish- 
^*  ness  from  a  child,  or  to  work  wisdom  in  him  ? '' 
Because  the  rod  works  on  the  will  of  the  child,  to  obey 
the  reason  of  the  father,  whilst  under  his  tuition ;  and 
thereby  makes  it  supple  to  the  dictates  of  his  own  reason 
afterwards,  and  disposes  him  to  obey  the  light  of  that 
when  being  grown  to  be  a  man^  that  is  to  be  his  guide, 
and  this  is  wisdom.  If  your  penalties  are  so  used,  I  have 
nothing  to  say  to  them. 

Your  way  is  charged  to  be  impracticable  to  those  ends 
you  propose  which  you  endeavour  to.  dear,  p.  63.  That 
there  may  be  fair  play  on  both  sides,  the  reader  shall 
have  in  the  same  view  what  we  both  say : 

L.  II.  p.  125.     "^  It  remains        L.  III.  p.  6S.  But 

*'  now  to  examine,  whether  the  how  little  to  the  pur- 

^'  author's    ailment    will    not  pose  this  request  of 

** .  hold  good,  even  against  pu-  yours  is,  will  quid^ly 

*'  nishments  in  your  way.    For  appear.    For  if  ,the 

*V  if  the  magistrate's  authority  magistrate   provides 

^  be,  as  you  here  say,  only  to  sufficiently   for    the 

^  procure  all  his  subjects  (mark  instructum  of  all  his 

**  what  you  say,  all  his.  sub-  subjects. in  the  true 
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"  JECTS)  the  means  of  disco- 
<^  vering  the  waj  of  salvation 
and   to    procure  withal,    as 
much  as  in  him  lies,    that 
NONE  remain  ignorant  of  it, 
or  refuse  to  embrace  it,  either 
for  want  of  using  those  means 
or  by  reason  of  any  such  preju- 
dices as  may  render  them  inef- 
**  fiectual.    If  this  be  the  magi- 
**  strate's  business,  in  reference 
^  toALL  HIS  subjects;  I  desire 
you,  or  any  man  else,  to  tell  me 
how  this  can  be  done,  by  the 
application  of  force  only  to  a 
part  of  them ;  unless  you  will 
still  vainly  suppose  ignorance, 
negligence,  or  prejudice,  only 
amongst  that  part  which  any* 
where  diflfers  from  the  magi- 
strate.    If  those  of  the  magi- 
*^  strate's  church  may  be  igno- 
rant of  the  way  of  salvation ; 
if  it  be  possible  there  may  be 
amongst  them  those  who  re- 
**  fuse  to  embrace  it,  either  for 
want  of  using  those  means, 
or  by  reason  of  any  such  pre- 
**  judices  as  may  render  them 
**  ineffectual ;  what  in  this  case 
**  becomes  of  the   magistrate's 
authority  to  procure  all  his 
subjects  the  means  of  disco- 
vering the  way  of  salvation  ? 
Must  these  of  his  subjects  be 
neglected,   and  left  without 
the  means  he  has  authority  to 
**  procure  them?   Or  must  he 
**  use  force  upon  them  too?  And 
**  then,  pray  show  me  how  this 
**  can  be  done.    Shall  the  ma- 
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religion ;  and-then  re- 
quires them  all,  under 
convenient  penalties, 
to  hearken  to  the 
teachersand  ministers 
of  it,  and  to  profess 
and  exercise  it  with 
oneaccord,under  their 
direction,  in  public 
assemblies:  is  there 
any  pretence  to  say, 
that  in  so  doing  he 
applies  force  only  to 
a  part  of  his  subjects ; 
when  the  law  is  ge- 
neral, and  excepts 
none  ?  It  is  true,  the 
magistrate  inflicts  the 
penalties  in  that  case 
only  upon  them  that 
break  the  law.  But 
is  that  the  thing  you 
mean  by  his  **  apply- 
**  ing  force  only  to  a 
**  part  of  his  sub- 
«  jects?''  Would  you 
have  him  punish  all 
indifferently  ?  .  them 
that  obey  the  law, 
as  well  as  them  that 
do  not  ? 

As  to  ignorance, 
negligence,  and  pre- 
judice, I  desire  you, 
or  any  man  else,  to 
tell  me  what  better 
course  can  be  taken 
to  cure  them,  than 
that  which  I  have 
mentioned.     For   if 
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**  giattttte  punish  those  of  hb  after  all  that  God's 
**  own  religiot]  to  procure  them  ministers  and  the  ma« 
!^  the  means  of  discovering  the  gistrate  can  do^  some 
^  way  of  salvation,  and  to  pro-  will  still  remain  ig* 
f*  cure^  as  much  as .  in  him  norant»  negligent*  or 
^*  lies,  that  they  remain  not  ig«  pnyudiced ;  I  do  not 
^  norant  of  it,  or  refuse  not  to  take  that  to  be  any 
^*  embMce  it  ?  These  are  such  disparagement  to  it : 
''  contradictions  in  practice,  this  for  certainly  that  is  a 
**  is  such  condemnation  of  a  very  extraordinarf 
f*  man's  own  religion,  as  no  one  remedy,  which  infalli* 
f^  can  expect  from  the  magi-  bly  cures  all  diseased 
«^  strate ;  and  I  dare  say  you  de-  persons  to  whom  it  is 
^<  sire  not  of  him.  Aiid  yet  applied* 
**  this  is  that  he  must  do,  if  bis  authority  be  to  procure 
<<  ALL  hia  subjects  the  means  of  discovering  the  way  to 
**  salvation.  And  if  it  be  so  needful,  aa  you  say  it  is, 
^  that  he  should  use  it ;  I  am  sure  force  cannot  do  that 
till  it  be  applied  wider,  and  punishment  be  laid  upon 
more  than  you  would  have  it«  For  if  the  magistrate 
«  be  by  force  to  procure,  as  much  aa  in  him  lies,  that 
**  KONB  remain  ignorant  of  the  way  of  salvation, 
**  must  he  not  punish  all  those  who  are  ignorant  of  the 
f*  way  of  salvation  ?  And  pray  tell  me  how  is  this  any 
**  way  practicable,  but  by  supposing  none  in  the  na- 
**  tional  church  ignorant,  and  all  out  of  it  ignorant^  of 
**  the  way  of  salvation  ?  Which  what  is  it,  but  to  punish 
f *  men  barely  for  not  being  of  the  magistrate's  rdigton ; 
<<  the  very  thing  you  deny  he  has  authority  to  do  ?.  So 
f*  that  the  magistrate  having  by  your  own  confeirfon^ 
no  authority  thus  to  use  force ;  and  it  being  other* 
ways  impracticable  for  the  procuring  all  his  subjects 
**  the  means  of  cKscovering  the  way  of  salvation ;  there 
>'  is  an  end  of  force.  And  so  force  being  laid  aside, 
.^  either  as  unlawful,  or  impracticable,  the  author^s  ar» 
^*  gument  holds  good  ^[ainst  force,  even  in  your  wiqr 
**  of  applying  it."    . 

The  backwardness  and  lusts  that  hinder  an  impartial 
examination,  as  you  describe  it,  is  general.  The  cor- 
jruptioti  of  nature  which  hinders  a  real,  embracing  the 
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true  religion,  that  also  you  tell  us  here,  is  universal,  I 
ask  a  remedy  for  these  in  your  way.  You  say  the  law  for 
conformity  is  general,  excepts  none.  Very  likely,  none 
that  do  not  conform ;  but  punishes  none  who,  conform* 
ing,  do  neither  impartially  examine,  nor  really  embrace 
the  true  religion.  From  whence  I  conclude  there  is  no 
corruption  of  nature  in  those  who  are  brought  up  or 
join  in  outward  communion  with  the  church  of  Eng- 
land. But  as  to  ignorance,  negligence,  and  prejudice, 
you  say  **  you  desire  me,  or  any  man  else,  to  tell  what 
**  better  course  can  be  taken  to  cure  them,  than  that 
**  which  you  have  mentioned."  If  your  church  can 
find  no  better  way  to  cure  ignorance  and  prejudice,  and 
the  negUgence  that  is  in  men  to  examine  matters  of 
religion,  and  heartily  embrace  the  true,  than  what  is 
impracticable  upon  conformists ;  then,  of  all  others, 
conformists  are  in  the  most  deplorable  state.  But,  as  I 
remember,  you  have  been  told  of  a  better  way,  which 
is,  the  discoursing  with  men  seriously  and  friendly  about 
matters  in  religion,  by  those  whose  profession  is  the  care 
of  souls ;  examining  what  they  do  understand,  and 
where,  either  through  laziness,  prejudice,  or  difficulty, 
they  do  stick ;  and  applying  to  their  several  diseases 
proper  cures ;  which  it  is  as  impossible  to  do  by  a  ge- 
neral harangue,  once  or  twice  a  week  out  of  the  pulpit, 
as  to  fit  all  men's  feet  with  one  shoe,  or  cure  all  men's 
ails  with  one,  though  very  wholesome,  diet-drink.  To 
be  thus  '*  instant  in  season,  and  out  of  season,'*  some 
men  have  thought  a  better  way  of  cure  than  a  desire 
only  to  have  men  driven  by  the  whip,  either  in  your, 
or  the  .magistrate's  hand,  into  the  sheepfold:  where 
when  they  are  once,  whether  they  understand,  or  no, 
their  minister's  sermons ;  whether  they  are,  or  can  be 
lietter  for  them  or  no ;  whether  they  are  ignorant  and 
hypocritical  conformists,  and  in  that  way  like  to  re- 
main so,  rather  than  to  become  knowing  and  sincere 
converts :  some  bishops  have  thought  it  not  sufficiently 
inquired :  but  this  nobody  is  to  mention,  for.  whoever 
does  so,  *'  makes  himself  an  occasion  to  show  his  good* 
**  will  to  the  clergy," 
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This  had  not  been  said  by  tne  here,  now  I  see  how 
apt  you  are  to  be  put  out  of  temper  with  any  thing  of 
this  kind,  though  it  be  in  every  serious  man's  mouth ; 
had  not  you  desired  me  to  show  you  a  better  way  than 
force,  your  way  applied.  And  to  use  your  way  of  ar- 
guing, since  bare  preaching,  as  now  used,  it  is  plain, 
will  not  do,  there  is  no  other  means  left  but  this  to  deal 
with  the  corrupt  nature  of  conformists ;  for  miracles  are 
now  ceased,  and  penalties  they  are  free  from ;  there- 
fore, by  your  way  of  concluding,  no  other  being  left, 
this  of  visiting  at  home,  conferring  and  instructing,  and 
admonishing  men  there,  and  the  like  means,  proposed 
.ly  the  reverend  author  of  the  Pastoral  Care,  is  neces- 
sary ;  and  men,  whose  business  is  the  care  of  souls,  are 
obliged  to  use  it :  for  you  **  cannot  prove,  that  it  can- 
•**  not  do  some  service,"  I  think  I  need  not  say,  **  in- 
**  directly  and  at  a  distance."  And  if  this  be  proper 
and  sufficient  to  bring  conformists,  notwithstanding 
the  corruption  of  their  nature,  "  to  examine  imparti- 
*'  ally,  and  really  embrace  the  truth  that  must  save 
^*  them ;  **  it  will  remain  to  show,  why  it  may  not  do 
as  well  on  nonconformists,  whose,  I  imagine,  is  the 
common  corruption  of  nature,  to  bring  them  to  examine 
and  embrace  the  truth  that  must  save  them?  And 
though  it  be  not  so  extraordinary  a  remedy  as  will  in- 
fallibly cure  all  diseased  persons  to  whom  it  is  applied : 
yet  since  the  corruption  of  nature,  which  is  the  same 
disease,  and  hinders  the  **  impartial  examination,  and 
**  hearty  embracing  the  truth  that  must  save  them/'  is 
equally  in  both,  conformists  and  nonconformists;  it  is 
reasonable  to  think  it  should  in  both  have  the  same 
cure,  let  that  be  what  it  will. 
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0/  the  necessity  of  forces  in  matters  of  religion. 

You  tell  us  "  you  do  not  ground  the  lawfulness  of 
such  force,  as  you  take  to  be  useful  for  the  promoting 
the  true  religion,  upon  the  bare  usefulness  of  such 
force,  but  upon  the  necessity  as  well  as  usefulness  of 
^*  it ;  and  therefore  you  declare  it  to  be  no  fit  means 
to  be  used)  either  for  that  purpose  or  any  other» 
where  it  is  not  necessary  as  well  as  useful." 
How  useful  force  in  the  magistrate's  hand  for  bring* 
ing  men  to  the  true  religion,  is  like  to  be^  we  have 
shown  in  the  foregoing  chapter,  in  answer  to  what  you 
have  said  for  it  So  that  it  being  proved  not  useful,  it 
is  impossible  it  should  be  necessary.  However  we  will 
examine  what  you  say  to  prove  the  necessity  of  it.  The 
foundation  you  build  on  for  it«  necessity  we  have  in  your 
Argument  considered,  p.  10 ;  where  having  at  krge 
dilated  on  men's  inconsiderateness  in  the  choice  of  their 
religions,  and  their  persisting  in  those  they  have  once 
chosen,  without  due  examination^  you  conclude  thus: 
<*  Now  if  this  be  the  case,  if  men  are  so  averse  to  a  due 
*<  consideration,  if  they  usually  take  up  their  religion^ 
'<  without  examining  it  as  they  ought,  what  other 
•*  means  is  there  left?"  Wherein  you  suppose  force 
necessary,  instead  of  proving  it  to  be  so ;  for  preaching 
and  persuasion  not  prevailing  upon  all  men,  you  upon 
your  own  authority  think  fit  something  else  should  be 
done ;  and  that  being  resolved,  you  readily  pitch  on 
force,  •  because  you  say  you  can  find  nothing  else ; 
which  in  effect  is  only  to  tell  us,  if  the  salvation  of 
men*s  souls  were  only  left  to  your  discretion,  how  you 
would  order  the  matter. 

And  in  your  answer  to  me,  you  very  confidently  tell 
us,  "  the  true  reUgion  cannot  prevail  without  the  assist- 
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'*  ance  either  of  miracles  or  of  authority."  I  shall 
here  only  observe  one  or  two  things,  and  then  go  on  to 
examine  how  you  make  this  good. 

The  first  thing  I  shall  observe  is,  that  in  your  ^'  ar* 
"  gument  considered,"  &c.  you  suppose  force  necessary 
only  to  master  the  aversion  there  is  in  men  to  consider- 
ing and  examination  :  and  here  in  your  answer  to  me, 
you  make  force  necessary  to  conquer  the  aversion  there 
is  in  men  to  embrace  and  obey  the  true  religion.  Which 
are  so  very  different,  that  the  former  justifies  the  use  of 
force  only  to  make  men  consider ;  the  other  justifies  the 
use  of  force  to  make  men  embrace  religion.  If  you 
meant  the  same  thing  when  you  writ  your  first  treatise, 
it  was  not  very  ingenuous  to  express  yourself  in  such 
words  as  were  not  proper  to  give  your  reader  your  true 
meaning :  it  being  a  far  different  thing  to  use  force  to 
make  men  consider ;  which  is  an  action  in  their  power 
to  do  or  omit;  and  to  use  force  to  make  them  embrace^ 
1.  e.  believe  any  religion ;  which  is  not  a  thing  in  any 
one's  power  to  do  or  forbear  as  he  pleases.  If  you  say 
you  meant  barely  considering  in  your  first  paper,  as  the 
whole  current  of  it  would  make  one  believe ;  then  I  see 
your  hypothesis  may  mend,  as  we  have  seen  in  other 
parts,  and,  in  time,  may  grow  to  its  full  stature. 

Another  thing  I  shall  remark  to  you>  is,  that  in  your 
first  paper,  besides  preaching  and  persuasion,  and  the 
grace  of  God,  nothing  but  force  was  necessary.  Here 
in  your  second,  it  is  either  miracles  or  authority,  which 
how  you  make  good,  we  will  now  consider. 

You  having  said,  you  had  *'  no  reason  from  any  ex- 
**  periment  to  expect  that  the  true  religion  should  be 
**  any  way  the  gainer  by  toleration,**  I  instanced  in  the 
prevailing  of  the  gospel,  by  its  own  beauty,  force,  and 
reasonableness  in  »the  first  ages  of  Christianity.  You 
reply,  that  it  has  not  the  same  beauty,  force,  and  rea- 
sonableness now,  that  it  had  then,  unless  **  I  conclude 

miracles  too,  which  are  now  ceased ;  and,  as  you  tell 

us,  were  not  withdrawn,  till  by  their  help  Christianity 
"  had  prevailed  to  be  received  for  the  religion  of  the 
**  empire,  and  to  be  encouraged  and  supported  by  the 
«•  laws  of  it/' 
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If  therefore  we  will  believe  jou  upon  your  own  word, 
force  being  necessary,  (for  prove  it  necessary  you  never 
can,)  you  have  entered  into  the  counsel  of  God,  and 
tell  usy  when  force  could  not  be  had,  miracles  were  em- 
ployed to  supply  its  want :  "  I  cannot  but  think,  say 
you,  it  is  highly  probable  (if  we  may  be  allowed  to 
guess  at  the  counsels  of  infinite  wisdom)  that  God 
was  pleased  to  continue  them  till  then/'  i.  e.  till  the 
laws  of  the  empire  supported  Christianity,  *'  not  so 
much  for  any  necessity  there  was  of  them  all  that 
time,  for  the  evincing  the  truth  of  the  christian  reli- 
gion ;  as  to  supply  the  want  of  the  magistrate's  assist- 
"  ance,"  You  allow  yourself  to  guess  very  freely, 
when  you  will  make  God  use  miracles  to  supply  a  means 
he  no«where  authorized  or  appointed.  How  long  mi- 
racles continued  we  shaU  see  anon. 

Say  you,  **  If  we  may  be  allowed  to  guess:**  this 
modesty  of  yours  where  you  confess  you  guess,  is  only 
concerning  the  time  of  the  continuing  of  miracles ;  but 
as  to  their  supplying  the  want  of  coactive  force,  that  you 
are  positive  in,  both  here  and  where  you  tell  us,  '*  Why 
*'  penalties  were  not  necessary  at  first,  to  make  men  to 
''  give  ear  to  the  gospel,  has  already  been  shown;" 
and  a  little  after,  *^  the  great  and  wonderful  things 
which  were  to  be  done  for  the  evidencing  the  truth 
of  the  gospel,  were  abundantly  sufficient  to  procure 
attention,''  &c.  How  you  come  to  know  so  undoubt* 
edly  that  miracles  were  made  use  of  to  supply  the  ma- 
gistrate's authority,  since  God  no-where  telk  you  so^ 
you  would  have  done  well  to  show. 

But  in  your  opinion  force  was  necessary,  and  that 
could  not  then  be  had,  and  so  God  must  use  miracles. 
For,  say  you,  *'  Our  Saviour  was  no  magistrate,  and 
therefore  could  not  inflict  political  punishments  upon 
any  man ;  so  much  less  could  he  impower  his  apostles 
^  to  do  it."  Could  not  our  Saviour  impower  his  apo* 
sties  to  denounce  or  inflict  punishments  on  careless  or 
obstinate  unbelievers,  to  make  them  hear  and  consider  ? 
You  pronounce  very  boldly  methinks  of  Christ's  power, 
and  set  very  narrow  limits  to  what  at  another  time  you 
would  not  deny  to  be  infinite :  but  it  was  conveniept  here 


« 


4SB  A  Third  Letter  for  Tohratm. 

for  your  present  purpose^  that  it  should  be  so  limited. 
But,  thejr  not  *  being  magistrates,  "he  could  not  im- 
*^  power  his  apostles  to  inflict  political  punishments/* 
How  is  it  of  a  sudden,  that  they  must  be  political  pu- 
nishments? You  tell  us  all  that  is  necessary,  is  to  "lay 
^*  briars  and  thorns  in  men's  ways,  to  trouble  and  dis- 
**  ease  them  to  make  them  consider."  This  I  hope  our 
Saviour  had  power  to  do,  if  he  had  found  it  necessary , 
without  the  assistance  of  the  magistrate ;  he  could  have 
always  done  by  his  apostles  and  ministers,  if  he  had  so 
thought  fit,  what  he  did  once  by  St.  Peter,  have  drop- 
ped briars  and  thorns  into  their  very  minds,  that  should 
have  pricked,  troubled,  and  diseased  them  sufficiently. 
But  sometimes  it  is  briars  and  thorns  only,  that  you 
want ;  sometimes  it  must  be  human  means  ;  and  some^ 
times,  as  here,  nothing  will  serve  your  turn  but  politi- 
cal punishments ;  just  as  will  best  suit  your  occasion, 
in  the  argument  you  have  then  before  you. 

That  the  apostles  could  lay  on  punishments,  as  trou* 
blesome  and  as  great  as  any  political  ones  when  they 
were  necessary,  we  see  in  Ananias  and  Sapphira:  and  he 
that  had  "  all  power  given  him  in  heaven  and  in  earth/' 
could,  if  he  had  thought  fit,  have  laid  briars  and  thorns 
in  the  way  of  all  that  received  not  his  doctrine. 

You  add,  "  But  as  he  could  not  punish  men  to  make 
^  them  hear  him,  so  neither  was  there  any  need  that  he 
^^  should.  He  came  as  a  prophet  sent  from  God  to  re« 
"  veal  a  new  doctrine  to  the  world !    and  therefore  to 

prove  his  mission,  he  was  to  do  such  things  as  could 

only  be  done  by  a  divine  power:  and  the  works 
*^  which  he  did  were  abundantly  sufficient  both  to  gain 
**  Jiim  a  hearing,  and  to  oblige  the  world  to  receive  bis 
*'  doctrine/'  Thus  the  want  of  force  and  punishments 
is  supplied.  How  far  ?  so  far  as  they  are  supposed  ne^ 
cessary  to  gain  a  hearing,  and  so  far  as  to  oblige  the 
world  to  receive  Christ's  doctrine ;  whereby,  as  I  sup*" 
pose,  you  mean  sufficient  to  lay  an  obligation  on  them 
to  receive  his  doctrine,  and  render  them  inexcusable  if 
they  did  not :  but  that  they  were  not  sufficient  to  make 
all  that  saw  them  effectually  to  receive  and  embrace  the 
goapeli  I  think  is  evident ;  and  you  will  not  I  imagine 
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say^  that  all  who  saw  Christ's  miracles  believed  on  him. 
So  that  miracles  were  not  to  supply  the  want  of  such 
force^  as  was  to  be  continued  on  men  to  make  them' 
consider  as  they  ought,  i.  e.  till  they  embraced  the 
truth  that  must  save  them.  For  we  have  little  reason 
to  think  that  our  Saviour,  or  his  apostles,  contended 
with  their  neglect  or  refusal  by  a  constant  train  of  mi- 
racles^ continued  on  to  those  who  were  not  wrought 
upon  by  the  gospel  preached  to  them.  St.  Matthew 
tells  us,  chap.  xiii.  58,  that  he  did  not  many  mighty 
works  in  his  own  country^  because  of  their  unbelief; 
much  less  were  miracles  to  supply  the  want  of  force 
in  that  use  you  make  of  it,  where  you  tell  us  it  is  to 
punish  the  fault  of  pot  being  of  the  true  religion :  for 
we  do  not  find  any  miraculously  punished  to  bring 
them  in  to  the  gospel.  So  that  the  want  of  force  to 
either  of  these  purposes  not  being  supplied  by  mira* 
cles,  the  gospel  it  is  plain  subsisted  and  spread  itself 
without  force  so  made  use  of,  and  without  miracles  to; 
supply  the  want  of  it ;  and  therefore  it  so  far  remains 
true,  that  the  gospel  having  the  same  beauty,  force, 
and  reasonableness  now  as  it  had  at  the  beginning,  it 
wants  not  force  to  supply  the  defect  of  miracles,  to  that 
for  which  miracles  were  no«where  made  use  of.  And 
so  far,  at  least,  the  experiment  is  good,  and  this  asser« 
tion  true,  that  the  gospel  is  able  to  prevail  by  its  own 
light  and  truth,  without  the  continuance  of  force  on 
the  same  person,  or  punishing  men  for  not  being  of  the 
true  religion. 

You  say,  "  Our  Saviour,  being  no  magistrate,  could 
'*  not  inflict  political  punishments ;  much  less  could  he 
"  impower  his  apostles  to  do  it.'*  I  know  not  what 
need  there  is,  that  it  should  be  political ;  so  there  were 
so  much  punishment  used,  as  you  say  is  sufficient  to 
make  men  consider,  it  is  not  necessary  it  should  come 
from  this  or  that  hand :  or  if  there  be  any  odds  in  that, 
we  should  be  apt  to  think  it  would  come  best,  and  most 
effectually,  from  those  who  preached  the  gospel,  and 
could  tell  them  it  was  to  make  them  consider ;  thaii 
from .  the  magistrate,  who  neither  doth,  nor  according 
to  your  scheme  can,  tell  them  it  is  to  make  them  con* 
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sider.     And  this  power,  you  will  not  deny,"  but  our 
Saviour  could  have  given  to  the  apostles. 

But  if  there  were  such  absolute  need  of  political  pu- 
nishments, Titus  or  Trajan  might  as  well  have  been 
converted  as  Constantine.  For  how  true  it  is,  that  mi- 
racles supplied  the  want  of  force  from  those  days  till 
Constantine's,  and  then  ceased,  we  shall  see  by  and  by. 
I  say  not  this  to  enter  boldly  into  the  counsels  of  God, 
or  to  take  upon  me  to  censure  the  conduct  of  the  Al- 
mighty, or  to  call  his  providence  to  an  account ;  but  to 
answer  your  saying,  "  Our  Saviour  was  no  magistrate, 
'*  and  therefore  could  not  inflict  political  punishments." 
For  he  could  have  had  both  magistrates  and  political 
punishments  at  his  service,  if  he  had  thought  fit ;  and 
needed  not  to  have  continued  miracles  longer  *^  than 
there  was  necessity  for  evincing  the  truth  of  the 
christian  religion,  as  you  imagine,  to  supply  the  want 
"  of  the  magistrate's  assistance,  by  force,  which  is 
"  necessary." 

But  how  come  you  to  know  that  force  is  necessary  ? 
Has  Gk)d  revealed  it  in  his  word  ?  no- where.  Has  it 
been  revealed  to  you  in  particular  ?  that  you  will  not 
say.  What  reason  have  you  for  it  ?  none  at  all  but 
this,  That  having  set  down  the  grounds,  upon  which 
men  take  up  and  persist  in  their  religion,  you  conclude, 
"  what  means  is  there  left  but  force?"  Force  there- 
fore you  conclude  necessary,  because  without  any 
authority,  but  from  your  own  imagination,  you  are 
peremptory,  that  other  means,  besides  preaching  and 
persuasion,  is  to  be  used,  and  therefore  it  is  necessary, 
because  you  can  think  of  no  other. 

When  I  tell  you  there  is  other  means,  and  that 
by  your  own  confession  the  grace  of  Ood  is  another 
means,  and  therefore  force  is  not  necessary ;  you  reply, 
'*  Though  the  grace  of  God  be  another  means,  and  you 
**  thought  fit  to  mention  it,  to  prevent  cavils :  yet  it  is 
"  none  of  the  means  of  which  you  were  speaking,  in 
the  place  I  refer  to ;  which  any  one  who  reads  that 
paragraph  will  find  to  be  only  human  means :  and 
therefore  though  the  grace  of  God  be  both  a  proper 
''  and  sufficient  means,  and  such  as  can  work  by  itsdf, 
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''  and  without,  which  neither  penalties  nor  any  other 
*'  means  can  do  anj  thing ;  yet  it  may  be  true  how- 
*^  eveVf  that  when  admonitions  and  intreaties  fail,  there 
is  no  human  means  left,  but  penalties,  to  bring  pre- 
judiced  persons  to  hear  and  consider  what  may  con- 
vince them  of  their  errours,  and  discover  the  truth  to 
them.  And  then  penalties  will  be  necessary  in  re« 
spect  to  that  end  as  a  human  means/' 
In  which  words,  if  you  mean  an  answer  to  my  argu- 
ment, it  is  this,  that  force  is  necessary,  because  to  bring 
men  into  the  right  way  there  is  other  human  means  ne-* 
cessary,  besides  admonitions  and  persuasions.  For  else 
what  have  we  to  do  with  human  in  the  case  ?  But  it  is 
no  small  advantage  one  owes  to  logic,  that  where  sense 
and  reason  fall  short,  a  distinction  ready  at  hand  may 
eke  it  out.  Force,  when  persuasions  will  not  prevail, 
is  necessary,  say  you,  because  ic  is  the  only  means  left. 
When  you  are  told  it  is  not  the  only  means  left,  and  so 
cannot  be  necessary  on  that  account :  you  reply,  that 
^  when  admonitions  and  intreaties  fail,  there  is  no 
human  means  left,  but  penalties,  to  bring  prejudiced 
persons  to  hear  and  consider  what  may  convince  them 
of  their  errors,  and  discover  the  truth  to  them  :  and 
then  penalties  will  be  necessary  in  respect  to  that  end, 
*'  as  a  human  means." 

Suppose  it  be  urged  to  you,  when  your  moderate 
lower  penalties  fail,  there  is  no  human  means  left  but 
dragooning  and  such  other  severities ;  which  you  say 
you  condemn  as  much  as  I,  "  to  bring  prejudiced  per- 
sons to  hear  and  consider  what  may  convince  them  of 
their  errours,  and  discover  the  truth  to  them."  And 
then  dragooning,  imprisonment,  scourging,  fining,  &c. 
will  be  necessary  in  respect  to  that  end,  as  a  human 
means.  What  can  you  say  but  this  ?  that  you  are  im- 
powered  to  judge  what  degrees  of  human  means  are  ne- 
cessary, but  others  are  not.  For  without  such  a  con- 
fidence in  your  own  judgment,  where  God  has  said  how 
much,  nor  that  any  force  is  necessary  ;  I  think  this  is 
as  good  an  argument  for  the  highest,  as  yours  is  for  the 
lower  penalties.  When  '*  admonitions  and  intreaties 
'*<  will  not  prevail,  then  penalties,  lower  penalties,  some 
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f ^  degrees  of  force  will  be  necessary^  say  you»  as  a  human 
*^  means.**  And  when  your  lower  penalties,  your  some 
degrees  of  force  will  not  prevail,  then  higher  degrees 
will  be  necessary,  say  I,  as  a  human  means.  And  my 
reason  is  the  same  with  yours,  because  there  is  no  other 
means,  i.  e.  human  means,  left.  Show  me  how  your 
argument  concludes  for  lower  punishments  being  ne- 
cessary, and  mine  not  for  higher,  even  to  dragooning^ 
*^  h  eris  mihi  magnus  Apollo." 

But  let  us  apply  this  to  your  succedaneum  of  mira- 
cles, and  then  it  will  be  much  more  admirable.  You 
tell  us,  admonitions  and  intreaties  not  prevailing  to 
bring  men  into  the  right  way,  *^  force  Ls  necessary^  be- 
*^  cause  there  is  no  other  means  left"  To  that  it  is  said, 
yes»  there  is  other  means.left^^the  grace  of  God.  Ay,  but, 
say  you,  that  will  not  do ;  because  you  speak  only  of 
human  means.  So  that  according  to  your  way  of  ar« 
guing,  some  other  human  means  is  necessary :  for  you 
yourself  tell  us,  that  the  means  you  were  speaking  of 
where  you  say,  **  that  when  admonitions  and  intreaties 
*^  will  not  do,  what  other  means  is  there  left  but  forcer 
*'  were  human  means."  Your  words  are,  ^'  which  any 
'^  one,  who  reads  that  paragraph,  will  find  to  be  only 
**  human  means.''  By  this  argument  then  other  hu- 
man means  are  necessary  besides  preaching  and  persua** 
sion,  and  those  human  means  you  have  found  out  to  be 
either  force  or  miracles :  the  latter  are  certainly  notable 
human  means.  And  your  distinction  of  human  means 
serves  you  to  very  good  purpose,  having  brought  mira* 
des  to  be  one  of  your  human  means.  Preaching  and 
admonitions,  say  you,  are  not  sufficient  to  bring  men 
into  the  right  way,  something  else  is  necessary ;  yes, 
the  grace  of  God ;  no,  say  you,  that  will  not  do,  it  is 
not  human  means :  it  is  necessary  to  have  other  human 
means ;  therefore,  in  the  three  or  four  first  centuries 
after  Christianity^  the  insufficiency  of  preaching  and  ad- 
monitions was  made  up  with  miracles,  and  thus  the 
necessity  of  other  human  means  is  made  good.  But  to 
consider  a  little  farther  your  miracles  as  supplying  the 
want  of  force. 

The  question  between  us  here  %  whether  the  chris- 
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tian  religbn  did  not  prevail  in  the  first  ages  of  the 
church,  by  its  own  beauty^  force,  and  reasonableness, 
without  the  assistance  of  force  ?  I  say  it  did,  and  there- 
fore external  force  is  not  necessary.     To  this  you  reply, 
**  That  it  cannot  prevail  by  its  own  light  and  strength, 
**  without  the  assistance  either  of  miracles,  or  of  autho- 
rity ;  and  therefore  the  christian  religion  not  being 
still  accompanied  with  miracles,  force  is  now  neces- 
**  sary."     So  that  to  make  your  equivalent  of  miracles 
correspond  with  your  necessary  means  of  force,  you 
seem  to  require  an  actual  application  of  miracles,  or  of 
force,  to  prevail  with  men  to  receive  the  gospel ;  i.  e. 
men  could  not  be  prevailed  with  to  receive  the  gospel 
without  actually  seeing  of  miracles.     For  when  you  tell 
us,  that  *^  you  are  sure  I  cannot  say  the  christian  reli- 
^  gion  is  still  accompanied  with  miracles,  as  it  was  at 
^  its  first  planting ; "  I  hope  you  do  not  mean  that  the 
gqspel  is  not  still  accompanied  with  an  undoubted  testi<* 
mony  that  miracles  were  done  by  the  first  publishers  of 
it ;  which  was  as  much  of  miracles,  as  I  suppose  the 
greatest  part  of  those  had,  with  whom  the  christian  reli- 
gion prevailed,  till  it  was  **  supported  and  encouraged, 
'*  as  you  tell  us,  by  the  laws  of  the  empire  ;*'  for  I  think 
you  will  not  say,  or  if  you  should,  you  could  not  ex-* 
pect  to  be  believed,  that  all,  or  the  greatest  part  of 
those,  that  embraced  the  christian  religion,  before  it  was 
supported  by  the  laws  of  the  empire,  which  was  not  till 
the  fourth  century,  had  actually  miracles  done  before 
them,  to  work  upon  them.      And  all  those,  who  were 
not  eye-witnesses  of  miracles  done  in  their  presence,  it- 
is  plain  had  no  other  mirades  than  we  have ;  that  is, 
upon  report ;  and  it  is  probable  not  so  many,  nor  so 
well  attested  as  we  have.      The  greatest  part  then,  of 
those  who  were  converted,  at  least  in  some  of  those 
ages,  before  Christianity  was  supported  by  the  laws  of 
the  empire,  I  think  you  must  allow,  were  wrought  upon 
by  bare  preaching,  and  such  miracles  as  we  still  have, 
miracles  at  a  distance,  related  miracles.     In  others,  and 
those  the  greatest  number,  prejudice  was  not  so  removed, 
that  they  were  prevailed  on  to  consider,  to  consider  as 
they  ought,  i.  e.  in  your  language,  to  consider  so  as  to 
embrace.    If  they  had  not  so  considered  in  our  day  a- 
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what,  according  to  your  scheme,  must  have  been  done 
to  them,  that  did  not  consider  as  they  ought  ?  Force 
must  have  been  applied  to  them.  What  therefore  in  the 
primitive  church  was  to  be  done  to  them?  Why !  your 
succedaneum  miracles,  actual  miracles,  such  as  you 
deny  the  christian  religion  to  be  still  accompanied  with, 
must  have  been  done  in  their  presence,  to  work  upon 
them.  Will  you  say  this  was  so,  and  make  a  new  church- 
history  for  us,  and  outdo  those  writers  who  have  been 
thought  pretty  liberal  of  miracles  ?  If  you  do  not,  you 
must  confess  miracles  supplied  not  the  place  of  force ; 
and  so  let  fall  all  your  fine  contrivance  about  the  ne- 
cessity either  of  force  or  miracles ;  and  perhaps  you  will 
think  it  at  last  a  more  becoming  modesty,  not  to  set  the 
divine  power  and  providence  on  work  by  rules,  and  for 
the  ends  of  your  hypothesis,  without  having  any  thing 
in  authentic  history,  much  less  in  divine  and  unerring 
revelation  to  justify  you.  But  force  and  power  deserve 
something  more  than  ordinary  and  allowable  arts  or  ar- 
guments, to  get  and  keep  them :  '^  si  violandum  sit  jus, 
**  regnandi  causa  violandum  est'* 

If  the  testimony  of  miracles  having  been  done  were 
sufficient  to  make  the  gospel  prevail,  without  force,  on 
those  who  were  not  l^i  eye-witnesses  of  them  ;  we  have 
that  still,  and  so  upon  that  account  need  not  force  to 
supply  the  want  of  it ;  but  if  truth  must  have  either  the 
law  of  the  country,  or  actual  miracles  to  support  it;  what 
became  of  it  after  the  i*eign  of  Constantine  the  great, 
under  all  those  emperors  that  were  erroneous  or  hereti- 
cal ?  It  supported  itself  in  Piedmont,  and  France,  and 
Turkey,  many  ages  without  force  or  miracles:  and  is 
spread  itself  in  divers  nations  and  kingdoms  of  the  north 
and  east,  without  any  force,  or  other  miracles  than  those 
that  were  done  many  ages  before.  So  that  I  think  you 
will,  upon  second  thoughts,  not  deny,  but  that  the  true 
religion  is  able  to  prevail  now,  as  it  did  at  first,  and  has 
done  since  in  many  places,  without  assistance  from 
the  powers  in  being;  by  its  own  beauty,  force,  and 
reasonableness,  whereof  well-attested  miracles  are  a 
part. 

,  But  the  account  you  give  us  of  miracles  will  deserve 
to  be  a  little  examined.  .We  have  it  in  these  words, 
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Considering  that  those  extraordinary  means  were  not 
withdrawn,  till  by  their  help  Christianity  had  pre- 
vailed to  be  received  for  the  religion  of  the  empire, 
and  to  be  supported  and  encouraged  by  the  laws  of 
it ;  you  cannot,  you  say,  but  think  it  highly  proba- 
ble (if  we  may  be  allowed  to  guess  at  the  counsels  df 
infinite  wisdom)  that  God  was  pleased  to  continue 
them  till  then  ;  not  so  much  for  any  necessity  there 
was  of  them  all  that  while,  for  the  evincing  the  truth 
of  the  christian  religion  ;  as  to  supply  the  want  of  the 
magistrate's  assistance."  Miracles  then,  if  what  you 
say  be  true,  were  continued  till  ^*  Christianity  was  r&- 
ceived  for  the  religion  of  the  empire,  not  d  much  to 
evince  the  truth  of  the  christian  religion,  as  to  sup- 
ply the  want  of  the  magistrate's  assistance."  But  in 
this  the  learned  author,  whose  testimony  you  quote, 
fails  you.  For  he  tells  you  that  the  chief  use  of  mira- 
cles in  the  church,  after  the  truth  of  the  christian  reli- 
gion had  been  sufficiently  confirmed  by  them  in  the 
world,  was  to  oppose  the  false  and  pretended  miracles 
of  heretics  and  heathens ;  and  answerable  hereunto  mi- 
racles ceased  and  returned  again,  as  such  oppositions 
made  them  more  or  less  necessary.  Accordingly  mint- 
cles,  which  before  had  abated,  in  Trajan's  and  Hadrian's 
time,  which  was  in  the  latter  end  of  the  firsts  or  begin- 
ning of  the  second  century,  did  again  revive  to  confound 
the  magical  delusions  of  the  heretics  of  that  time.  And 
in  the  third  century  the  heretics  using  no  such  tricks, 
and  the  faith  being  confirmed,  they  by  degrees  ceased, 
of  which  there  then,  he  says,  could  be  no  imaginable 
necessity.  His  words  are,  **  Et  quidem  eo  minus  ne- 
cessaria  sunt  pro  veterum  principiis  recentiora  ilia  mi- 
racula,  quod  haereticos,  quos  appellant,  nuUos  ad- 
versarios  habeant,  qui  contraria  illis  dogmata  astruant 
miraculis.  Sic  enim  vidimus,  apud  veteres,  dum 
nuUi  ecclesiam  exercerent  adversarii,  seu  hseretid,  seu 
Grentiles ;  aut  satis  illi  praeteritis  miraculis  fuissent  re- 
**  futati ;  aut  nullas  ipsi  praestigias  opponercnt  quae  veris 
**  essent  miraculis  oppugnandae ;  subductam  deinde  pau- 
**  latim  esse  mirificam  illam  spiritus  virtutem.  Ortos 
**  sub  Tr^jano  Hadrianoque  haereticos  ostendimus  pr99« 
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**  stigiis  magicis  fuisse  usos»  &  proinde  miraculorum 
**  verorum  in  ecclesia  usum  una  revixisse.  Ne  dicam 
^'  praestigiatores  etiam  Gentiles  eodem  illo  seculo  sane 
**  frequentissimos,  Apuleium  in  Africa,  in  Asia  Alex- 
**  andrum  Pseudomantim,  multosque  alios  quorum  me- 
**  minit  Aristides.  Tertio  seculo  orto»  haeretici  Her- 
**  mogenes,  Praxeas,  Noetus,  Theodotus»  Sabellius^  No- 
**  vatianus,  Artemas,  Samosatenus,  nulla,  ut  vidctur, 
**  niiracula  ipsi  venditabant^  nuUis  propterea  miraculis 
oppugnandi.  Inde  vidimus,  apud  ipsos  etiam  Catho- 
licoSy  sensim  defecisse  miracula.  £t  quidem,  h2ere- 
ttcis  nulla  in  contrarium  miracula  ostentantibus,  quas 
tandem  fingi  potest  miraculorum  necessitas  traditam 
ab  initio  fidem,  miraculisque  adeo  jamdudum  confir- 
*'  matam  praedicantibus  ?  Nulla  certe  prorsus  pro  pri- 
**  maevo  miraculorum  exemplo.  Nulla  denique  con- 
**  sciis  vere  primsevam  esse  fidem  quam  novis  miraculb 
**  suscipiunt  confirmandam/'  Dodwell,  Dissertat.  in 
Iraen.     Diss.  II.  Sect.  65. 

The  history  therefore  you  have  from  him,  of  mira- 
oles,  serves  for  his  hypothesis,  but  not  at  all  for  yours. 
For  if  they  were  continued  to  supply  the  want  of  force, 
which  was  to  deal  with  the  coiTuption  of  depraved  hu- 
man nature ;  that  being,  without  any  gi*eat  variation  in 
the  world,  constantly  the  same,  there  could  be  no  reason 
why  they  should  abate  and  fail,  and  then  return  and  re- 
vive again.  So  that  there  l)eing  then,  as  you  suppose, 
no  necessity  of  miracles  for  any  other  end,  but  to  sup- 
ply the  want  of  the  magistrate's  assistance ;  they  must, 
to  suit  that  end,  be  constant  and  regularly  the  same  as 
you  would  have  force  to  be^  which  is  steadily  and  unin- 
terruptedly to  be  applied,  as  a  constantly  necessary  re- 
medy to  the  corrupt  nature  of  mankind. 

If  you  allow  the  learned  Dodwell's  reasons,  for  the 
continuation  of  miracles,  till  the  fourth  century,  your 
hypothesis,  that  they  were  continued  to  supply  the  ma- 
gistrate's assistance,  will  be  only  precarious.  For  if 
there  was  need  of  miracles  till  that  time  to  other  pur- 
poses ;  the  continuation  of  them  in  the  church,  though 
you  could  prove  them  to  be  as  frequent  and  certain  as 
those  of  oiur  Saviour  and  the  apostles ;  it  would  not  ad- 
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vantage  your  cause :  since  it  would  be  no  evidence,  that 
they  were  used  for  that  end ;  which  as  long  as  there 
were  other  visible  uses  of  them,  you  could  not,  without 
revelation,  assure  us  were  made  use  of  by  divine  Pro* 
videnoe  '*  to  supply  the  want  of  the  magistrate's  assist* 
'*  ance."  You  must  therefore  confute  his  hypothesis, 
before  you  can  make  any  advantage  of  what  he  says,  con- 
cerning the  continuation  of  miracles,  for  the  establish- 
ing of  yours.  For  till  you  can  show,  that  that  which  h^ 
assigns  was  not  the  end»  for  which  they  were  continued 
in  the  church ;  the  utmost  you  can  say,  is,  that  it  may 
be  imagined,  that  one  reason  of  their  continuation  was 
to  supply  the  want  of  the  magistrate's  assistance :  but 
what  you  can  without  proof  imagine  possible,  I  hope 
you  do  not  expect  should  be  received  as  an  unquestion- 
able proof  that  it  was  so.  I  can  imagine  it  possible 
they  were  not  continued  for  that  end,  and  one  imagina* 
tion  will  be  as  good  a  proof  as  another. 

To  do  your  modesty  right  therefore,  I  must  allow, 
that  you  do  faintly  offer  at  some  kind  of  reason,  to  prove 
that  miracles  were  continued  to  supply  the  want  of  the 
magistrate's  assistance :  and  since  God  has  no*where  de- 
clared, that  it  was  for  that  end,  you  would  persuade  us 
in  this  paragraph,  that  it  was  so,  by  two  reasons.  One 
is,  that  the  truth  of  the  christian  religion  being  suffi* 
dently  evinced  by  the  miraples  done  by  our  Saviour  and 
his  apostles,  and  perhaps  their  immediate  successors; 
there  was  no  other  nee4  of  miracles  to  be  continued  till 
the  fourth  century;  and  therefore  they  were  used  by 
God  to  supply  the  want  of  the  magistrate's  assistance. 
This  I  take  to  be  the  meaning  of  these  words  of  yours, 
*'  I  cannot  but  think  it  highly  probable  that  God  was 
^  pleased  to  continue  them  till  then ;  not  so  much  for 
any  necessity  there  was  of  them  all  that  while  for  the 
evincing  the  truth  of  the  christian  religion,  as  to  sup- 
ply the  want  of  the  magistrate'^  assistance."  Where- 
i)y  I  suppose,  you  do  not  barely  intend  to  tell  the  world 
what  is  your  opinion  in  the  case ;  but  use  this  as  an  ar- 
gument, to  make  it  probable  to  others,  that  this  was  the 
end  for  which  miracles  were  continued ;  which  at  the 
best  will  be  but  a  very  doubtful  probability  to  build  such 
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a  bold  assertion  on,  as  this  6f  yours  is,  viz.  That  ^'  the 
christian  religion  is  not  able  to  subsist  and  prevail  in 
the  world,  bj  its  own  light  and  strength,  without  the 
'^  assistance  either  of  force,  or  actual  mirades/'  And 
therefore  you  must  either  produce  a  declaration  from 
heaven  that  authorizes  you  to  say,  that  miracles  were 
u^  to  supply  the  want  of  force ;  or  show  that  there  was 
no  other  use  of  them  but  this.  For  if  any  other  use  can 
be  assigned  of  them,  as  long  they  continued  in  the 
church,  one  may  safely  deny,  that  they  were  to  supply 
the  want  of  force :  and  it  will  lie  upon  you  to  prove  it 
by  some  other  way  than  by  saying  you  think  it  highly 
probable.  For  I  suppose  you  do  not  expect  that  your 
thinking  any  thing  highly  probable,  should  be  a  suffi- 
cient reason  for  others  to  acquiesce  in,  when  perhaps, 
the  history  of  miracles  considered,  nobody  could  bring 
himself  to  say  he  thought  it  probable,  but  one  whose 
hypothesis  stood  in  need  of  such  a  poor  support. 

The  other  reason  you  seem  to  build  on  is  this,  that 
when  Christianity  was  received  for  the  religion  of  the 
empire,  miracles  ceased;  because  there  was  then  no 
longer  any  need  of  them :  which  I  take  to  be  the  argii* 
ment  insinuated  in  these  words,  **  Considering  that  those 
extraordinary  means  were  not  withdrawn  till  by  their 
help  Christianity  had  prevailed  to  be  received  for  the 
religion  of  the  empire.*^  If  then  you  can  make  it 
appear  that  miracles  lasted  till  Christianity  was  received 
for  the  religion  of  the  empire,  without  any  other  reason 
for  their  continuation,  but  to  supply  the  want  of  the 
magistrate's  assistance ;  and  that  they  ceased  as  soon  as 
the  magistrates  became  christians ;  your  argument  will 
have  some  kind  of  probability,  that  within  the  Roman 
empire  this  was  the  method  God  used  for  the  propagat- 
ing the  christian  religion.  But  it  will  not  serve  to  make 
good  your  position,  *'  that  the  christian  religion  cannot 
subsist  and  prevail  by  its  own  strength  and  light, 
without  the  assistance  of  miracles  or  authority,'*  un- 
less you  can  show,  that  God  made  use  of  miracles  to  in- 
troduce and  support  it  in  other  parts  of  the  world,  not 
subject  to  the  Roman  empire,  till  the  magbtrates  there 
also  became  christians,    For  the  corruption  of  mXm^ 
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being  ^e  same  without,  as  within  the  bounds  of  the 
Roman  empire :  miracles,  upon  your  hypothesis,  were 
as  necessary  to  supply  the  want  of  the  magistrate's  as- 
sistance in  other  countries  as  in  the  Eoman  empire. 
For  I  do  not  think  you  will  find  the  civil  sovereigns 
were  the  first  converted  in  all  those  countries,  where 
the  christian  religion  was  planted  after  Constantine^s 
reign :  and  in  all  those  it  will  be  necessary  for  you  to 
show  us  the  assistance  of  miracles* 

But  let  us  see  how  much  your  hypothesis  is  favoured 
by  church-history.  If  the  writings  of  the  fisithers  of 
greatest  name  and  credit  are  to  be  believed,  miracles 
were  not  withdrawn  when  Christianity  had  prevailed  to 
be  received  for  the  religion  of  the  empire.  Athanasius, 
the  great  defender  of  the  catholic  orthodoxy,  writ  the 
life  of  his  contemporary  St.  Anthony,  full  of  miracles ; 
which  though  some  have  questioned,  yet  the  learned 
Dodwell  allows  to  be  writ  by  Athanasius :  and  the  style 
evinces  it  to  be  his,  which  is  also  confirmed  by  .other 
ecclesiastical  writers. 

**  Palladius  tells  us,  That  Ammon  did  many  mira- 
**  cles :  but  that  particularly  St.  Athanasius  related  in 
the  life  of  Anthony,  that  Ammon,  going  with  some 
monks  Anthony  had  sent  to  him,  when  they  came  to 
the  river  Lycus,  which  they  were  to  pas?,  was  afraid 
to  strip  for  fear  of  seeing  himself  naked ;  and  whilst 
he  was  in  dispute  of  this  matter,  he  was  taken  up, 
^*  and  in  an  ecstasy  carried  over  by  an  angel,  the  rest  of 
**  the  monks  swimming  the  river.  When  he  came  to 
Anthony,  Anthony  told  him  he  had  sent  for  him,  b^ 
cause  God  had  revealed  many  things  to  him  concern- 
ing him,  and  particularly  his  translation.  And  when 
*'  Ammon  died,  in  his  retirement,  Anthony  saw  his 
'^  soul  carried  into  heaven  by  angels."  Palladius  in 
vita  Ammonis. 

**  Socrates  tells  us.  That  Anthony  saw  the  soul  of 
'*  Ammon  taken  up  by  angels,  as  Athanasius  writes  in 
«  the  life  of  Anthony." 

And  again,  says  he,  **  It  seems  superfluous  for  me  to 
.<<  relate  the  many  miracles  Anthony  did ;  how  he  fought 
*'  openly  with  devils,  discovering^  all  their  tricks  and 
VOL,  V.  2g 
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*^  cheats :  for  ' Athaiiasius  bishop  of  Alexandria  has 
*y  prevented  me  on  that  subject,  having  writ  a  book 
^*  particulariy  of  his  life." 

*^  Anthony  was  thought  worthy  of  the  vision  of  God, 

;f '  and  led  a  life  perfectly  conformable  to  the  laws  of 

A*  Christy     This,  whoever  reads  the  book,  wherein  is 

**  contained  the  history  of  his  life,  will  easily  know ; 

/<  wherein  he^wiil  ^Iso  see  prophecy  shining  out:  for 

"  he  prophesied  very  clearly  of  those  who  were  infected 

'^  with  the  Arian  contagion,  and  foretold  what  mischief 

*^  from  them  was  threatened  to  the  churches ;  God  truly 

/^  revealing  all  these  things  to  him,  which  is  certainly 

;  *^  the  principal  evidence  of  the  catholic  faith,  no  such 

/'  man  being  to  be  found  amongst  the  heretics.     But 

**  do  not  take  this  upon  my  word,  but  read  and  study 

**  the  book  itself," 

This  account  you  have  from  St.  Chrysostom  *,  whom 
•Mr.  Dodwell  calls  the  contemner  of  fables. 

St.  Hierom,  in  his  treatise  "  De  viro  perfecto,'*  speaks 
of  the  frequency  of  miracles  done  in  his  time,  as  a 
thing  past  question :  l)esides  those,  not  a  few  which  he 
has  left  upon  record,  in  the  lives  of  Hilarion  and  Paul, 
two  monks,  whose  lives  he  has  writ.  And  he  that  has 
a  mind  to  see  the  plenty  of  miracles  of  this  kind,  need 
but  read  the  collection  of  the  lives  of  the  fathers,  made 
by  Rosweydus. 

Kuffin  tells  us.  That  Athanasius  lodged  the  bones  of 
St  John  Baptist  in  the  wall  of  the  church,  knowing  by 
the  spirit  of  prophecy  the  good  they  were  to  do  to  the 
next  generation :  and  of  what  efficacy  and  use  they 
were,  may  be  concluded  fi'om  the  church  with  the  golden 
roof,  built  to  them  soon  after,  in  the  place  of  the  temple 
of  Serapis. 

.  St.  Austin  tells  us  f,  ^^  That  he  knew  a  Uind  man  re- 
*'  stored  to  sight  by  the  bodies  of  the  Milan  martyrs, 
"  and  some  oUier  such  things ;  of  whidi  kind  there  were 
«<  so  many  done  in  that  time,  that  many  escaped  his 

'  •  Chryaoit.  Horn.  S.  in  Matt  ii. 

t  C^cum  iUuvunatum  fuisae  jam  noveram.  Nee  ea  que  oognosdi- 
roup,  enumea:are  pwiwus.  Aug.  Retraqt.  lib.  i.  c,  IS. 
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'*  knowledge;  and  those  which  he  knew,  werd  more 
*'  than  he  could  number."  More  of  this  you  may  see 
Epist,  137. 

He  further  assure  us^  that  by  the  single  reliques  of 
St.  Stephen  **  a  blind  woman  received  her  sight  Lu- 
**  cuUus  was  cured  of  an  old  fistula ;  £!ucharius  of  the 
stone ;  three  gouty  men  recovered ;  a  lad  killed  with 
a  cart-wheel  going  over  him,  restored  to  life  safe  and 
*'  sound,  as  if  he  had  received  no  hurt :  a  nun  lying 
at  the  point  of  death,  they  sent  her  coat  to  the  shrinot 
but  she  dying  before  it  was  brought  back,  was 
^'  restored  to  life  by  its  being  laid  on  her  dead  body. 
'*  The  like  happened  at  Hippo  to  the  daughter  of 
*'  Bassus  ;  and  two  others,"  whose  names  be  sets  down, 
were  by  the  same  reliques  raised  firom  the  dead. 

After  these  and  other  particulars  there  set  down,  of 
miracles  done  in  his  time  by  those  reliques  of  St.  Ste^ 
phen,  the  holy  father  goes  on  thus :  *^  What  shall  I  do  ? 
Pressed  by  my  promise  of  dispatching  this  work,  I 
cannot  here  set  down  all :  and  without  doubt  many, 
when  they  shall  read  this,  will  be  troubled  that  I  have 
**  omitted  so  many  particles,  which  they  truly  knoMr 
*^  as  well  as  I*.  For  if  I  should,  passing  by  the  rest, 
write  only  the  miraculous  cures  which  have  been 
wrought  by  this  most  glorious  martyr  Stephen,  in  the 
colony  of  Calama,  and  this  of  ours,  I  should  fill 
many  boc^s,  and  yet  should  not  take  in  all  of  them  : 
^  but  only  those  of  which  there  are  collections  pub* 
^'  lishedf ,  which  are  read  to  the  people ;  for  this  I  took 
care  should  be  done,  when  I  saw  that  signs  of  divine 
power,  like  those  of  old,  were  frequent  also  in  our 
times^.  It  is  not  now  two  years  since  that  shrine  has 
been  at  Hippo :  and  many  of  the  books  which  I 
''  certainly  knew  to  be  so,  not  being  published,  those 
^*  which  are  published  concerning  those  miraculous  ope^ 
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^  rations,  amounted  to  near  fifty  when  I  writ  this.  But 
*^  at  Calama,  where  this  shrine  was  before,  there  are 
'*  more  published,  and  their  number  is  incomparably 
^  greater.  At  Uzal  also  a  colony,  and  near  Utica,  we 
**  know  many  famous  things  to  have  been  done  by  the 
**  same  martyr." 

Two  of  those  books  he  mentions,  are  printed  in  the 
appendix'  of  the  tenth  tome  of  St.  Austin's  works  of 
Plantin's  edit.  One  of  them  contains  two  miracles; 
the  other,  as  I  remember,  about  seventeen.  So  that  at 
Hippo  alone,  in  two  years  time,  we  may  count,  besides 
those  omitted,  there  were  published  above  60}|^  miracles, 
and,  as  he  says,  incomparably  more  at  Caiama :  besides 
what  were  done  by  other  reliques  of  the  same  St.  Ste- 
phen^ in  other  parts  of  the  world,  which  cannot  be 
supposed  to  have  had  less  virtue  than  those  sent  to  this 
part  of  Africa.  For  the  reliques  of  St.  Stephen,  dis- 
covered by  the  dream  of  a  monk,  were  divided  and  sent 
into  distant  countries,  and  there  distributed  to  several 
churches. 

These  may  suffice  to  show,  that  if  the  fathers  of  the 
church  of  greatest  name  and  authority  are  to  be  believed, 
miracles  were  not  withdrawn,  but  continued  down  to 
the  latter  end  of  the  fourth  century,  long  after  **  Chris- 
tianity had  prevailed  to  be  received  for  the  religion  of 
the  empire.** 

But  if  these  testimonies  of  Athanasius,  Chrysostom, 
Palladius,  Ruffin,  St.  Hierom,  and  St.  Austin,  will  not 
serve  your  turn,  you  may  find  much  more  to  this  purpose 
in  the  same  authors ;  and  if  you  please,  you  may  con- 
sult also  St.  Basil,  Gregory  Nazianzen,  Gregory  Nyssen, 
St.  Ambrose,  St.  Hilary,  Theodoret,  and  others. 

This  being  so,  you  must  either  deny  the  authority  of 
these  fathei*s,  or  grant  that  miracles  continued  in  the 
church  after  "  Christianity  was  received  for  the  religion 
**  of  the  empire :  and  then  they  could  not  be  to  supply 
**  the  want  of  the  magistrate's  assistance,**  unless  they 
were  to  supply  the  want  of  what  was  not  wanting :  and 
therefore  they  were  continued  for  some  other  end.  Which 
end  of  the  continuation  of  miracles,  when  you  are  so 
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iar  instructed  in  as  to  be  able  to  assure  us,  that  it  was 
different  from  that  for  which  God  made  use  of  them  in 
the  second  and  third  centuries;  when  you  are  so  far 
admitted  into  the  secrets  of  divine  Providence,  as  to  be 
able  to  convince  the  world  that  the  miracles  between 
the  apostles'  and  Constantine's  time,  or  any  other  pe-- 
riod  you  shall  pitch  on,  were  to  supply  the  want  of  the 
magistrate's  assistance,  and  those  after,  for  some  other 
purpose,  what  you  say  may  deserve  to  be  considered. 
Until  you  do  this,  you  will  only  show  the  liberty  you  take 
to  assert  with  great  confidence,  though  without  any 
ground,  whatever  will  suit  your  system  ;  and  that  you 
do  not  stick  to  make  bold  with  the  counsels  of  infinite 
wisdom,  to  make  them  subservient  to  your  h3rpothesis. 
And  so  I  leave  you  to  dispose  of  the  credit  of  eccle-* 
siastical  writers,  as  you  shall  think  fit;  and  by  your 
authority  to  establish,  or  invalidate,  theirs  as  you  please* 
But  this,  I  think,  is  evident,  that  he  who  will  build  his 
faith  or  reasonings  upon  miracles  delivered  by  church- 
historians,  will  find  cause  to  go  no  farther  than  the 
apostles'  time,  or  else  not  to  stop  at  Constantine's : 
since  the  writers  after  that  period,  whose  word  we  rea- 
dily take  as  unquestionable  in  other  things,  speak  of 
miracles  in  their  time  with  no  less  assurance,  than  the 
fathers  before  the  fourth  century ;  and  a  great  part  of 
the  miracles  of  the  second  and  third  centuries  stand 
upon  the  credit  of  the  writers  of  the  fourth.  So  that 
that  sort  of  argument  which  takes  and  rejects  the  testi- 
mony of  the  ancients  at  pleasure,  as  may  best  suit  with 
it,  will  not  have  much  force  with  those  who  are  not  dis- 
posed to  embrace  the  hypothesis,  without  any  argu- 
ments at  all. 

You  grant,  "  That  the  true  religion  has  always  light 
and  strength  of  its  own,  i.  e.  without  the  assistance 
of  force  or  miracles,  sufficient  to  prevail  with  all  that 
considered  it  seriously,  and  without  prejudice ;  that 
therefore,  for  which  the  assistance  of  force  is  want- 
ing^ is  to  make  men  consider  seriously,  and  without 
prejudice.'*  Now  whether  the  miracles  that  we  hkvfe 
still,  miracles  done  by  Christ  and  his  apostles,  attested, 
as  they  are,  by  undeniable  history,  be  not  fitter. to  deal 
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with  men's  prejudices,  than  forc^i  and  than  force  which 
requires  nothing  but  outward  conformity^  I  leave  the 
world  to  judge.  All  the  assistance  the  true  religion 
needs  from  authority^  is  only  a  liberty  for  it  to  be  truly 
taught ;  but  it  has  seldom  had  that>  from  the  powers  in 
being,  in  its  first  entry  into  their  dominions,  since  the 
withdrawing  of  miracles :  and  yet  I  desire  you  to  tell 
me,  into  what  country  the  gospel,  accompanied,  as  now 
it  is,  only  with  past  miracles,  hath  been  brought  by  the 
preaching  of  men,  who  have  laboured  in  it  after  the 
example  of  the  apostles,  where  it  did  not  so  prevail  over 
men's  prejudices,  that  *'  as  many  as  were  ordained  to 
**  eternal  life*'  considered  and  believed  it.  Which,  as 
you  may  see.  Acts  xiii.  48,  was  all  the  advance  it  made, 
even  when  assisted  with  the  gift  of  miracles :  for  neither 
then  were  aU,  or  the  majority,  wrought  on  to  consider 
and  embrace  it. 

But  yet  the  gospel  ^  cannot  prevail  by  its  own  light 
'<  and  strength  f  and  therefore  miracles  were  to  supply 
the  place  of  force.  How  was  force  used  ?  A  law  being 
mad^,  there  was  a  continued  application  of  punishment 
to  all  those  whom  it  brought  not  to  embrace  the  doc- 
trine proposed.  Were  miracles  so  used  till  force  took 
(dace  ?  For  this  we  shall  want  more  new  church-history, 
and  I  think  contrary  to  what  we  read  in  that  part  of 
it  which  is  unquestionable :  I  mean  in  the  Acts  of  the 
Apostles,  where  we  shall  find,  that  the  then  promulga- 
tors  of  the  gospel,  when  they  had  preached,  and  done 
what  miracles  the  spirit  of  Grod  directed,  if  they  pre- 
vailed not,  they  often  left  them ;  **  Then  Paul  and  Bar* 
.«  nabas  waxed  bold,  and  said  it  was  necessary  that  the 
'^  word  of  God  should  first  have  been  spoken  to  you :  but 
*'  seeing  you  put  it  from  you,  and  judge  yourselves  un« 
^  worthy,  we  turn  to  the  gentiles.  Acts  xiii.  46.  They 
*^  shook  off  the  dust  of  their  feet  against  them^  and 
<<  came  unto  Iconium,  Acts  xiii.  51.  But  when  divefs 
^  were  hardened,  and  believed  not,  but  spake  evil  of 
'*  that  way  before  the  multitude,  he  departed*  from 
''  them,  anid  separated  the  disciples.  Acts  xix.  9»  Paul 
^  was  pressed  in  spirit,  and  testified  to  the  jews  that 
^  Jesus  was  Christ ;  and  when  they  oppoeed  themselves. 
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^  and  blasphemed,  he  shook  his  raiment,  and  said  uiitd 
^  them,  Your  blood  be  upon  jour  own  heads:  I  anOf 
**  dean :  from  henceforth  I  will  go  unto  the  gentiles/' 
Acts  xviii.  6.  Did  the  christian  magistrates  ever  do  so, 
who  thought  it  necessary  to  support  the  christian  rdi-* 
gion  bjr  laws  ?  Did  they  ever,  when  they  had  a  while 
punished  those  whom  persuasions  and  preaching  bad  not 
prevailed  on,  give  off,  and  leave  them  to  themselves, 
and  make  triid  of  their  punishment  upon  others  ?  Or 
is  this  your  way  of  force  and  punishment  ?  If  it  be  not, 
yours  is  not  what  miracles  came  to  supply  the  room  of,' 
and  so  is  not  necessary.  For  you  tell  us,  they  are  pu- 
nished to  make  them  consider,  and  they  can  never  be 
supposed  to  consider  *'  as  they  ought,  whilst  they  persist 
**  in  rejecting ;"  and  therefore  they  are  justly  punished 
to  make  them  so  consider :  so  that  not  so  considering 
being  the  fault  for  which  they  are  punished,  and  ther 
amendment  of  that  £iu)t  the  end  which  is  designed  to 
be  attained  by  punishing,  the  punishment  must  con-* 
tinue.  But  men  were  not  always  beat  upon  with  mini'- 
cles.  To  thi^  perhaps,  you  will  reply,  that  the  seeing 
of  a  miracle  or  two,  or  half  a  dozen,  was  sufficient  to^ 
procure  a  hearing;  but  that  being  punished  onoe  or 
twice,  or  half  a.  dozen  times,  is  not :  for  you  tell  us, 
'^  the  power  of  miracles  communicated  to  the  apostles^ 
**  served  altogether  as  well  as  pmrishment,  to  proeum 
*'  them  a  hearing  f '  where,  if  you  mean  by  hearing,' 
only  attention ;  who  doubts  but  punishment  may  ab6' 
procure  that?  If  you  mean  by  hearing,  reoeiving  and' 
embracing  what  is  proposed ; '  that  even  miracles  tbem^^ 
selves  did  not  effect  upon  all  eye-witnesses*  Why  then, 
I  beseech  yon,  if  one  be  to  supply  the  place  of  the  other,' 
is  one  td  be  contimied  on  those  who  do  reject ;  when' 
the  other  was  never  long  continued,  not,  as  I  think  wtf 
may  safely  say,  often  repeated  to  those  who  persisted  in 
their  former  persuasions  ? 

After  all,  therefore,  may  not  one  justly  doubt,  whe-^ 
ther  miracles  supplied  the  place  of  pnDfisbtnent  ?  nay, 
whether  you  yourself,  if  you  be  true  to  your  own  prin* 
dides^  can  tUnk  so?  You  tell  us,  that  not  to  join 
*^  ttatattelves  to  the  true  churdi,  where  sufficient  «vi^ 
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*<  dence  is  offered  tp  convince  men  that  it  is  so,  is  a 
**  fault  that  it  cannot  be  unjust  to  punish."  Let  me 
ask  you  now ;  did  the  apostles  by  their  preaching  and 
miracles  offer  sufficient  evidence  to  convince  men  that 
the  church  of  Christ  was  the  true  church ;  or,  which 
is,,in  this  case,  the  same  thing,  that  the  doctrine  they 
preached  was  the  true  religion  ?  If  they  did,  were  not 
those,  who  persisted  in  unbelief,  guilty  of  a  fault  ?  And 
if  some  of  the  miracles  done  in  those  days  should  now 
be  repeated,  and  yet  men  should  not  embrace  the  doc- 
trine, or  join  themselves  to  the  church  which  those  mi- 
racles accompanied ;  would  you  not  think  them  guilty 
of  a  fault  which  the  magistrate  might  justly,  nay  ought 
to  punish  ?  If  you  would  answer  truly  and  sincerely  to 
ibis  question,  I  doubt  you  would  think  your  beloved 
punishments  necessary  notwithstanding  miracles,  **  there 
**  being  no  other  human  means  left."  I  do  not  make 
this  judgment  of  you  from  any  ill  opinion  I  have  of 
your  good-nature;  but  it  is  consonant  to  your  princi- 
ples :  for  if  not  professing  the  true  religion,  where  suf- 
ficient evidence  is  offered  by  bare  preaching,  be  a  fault, 
and  a  fault  justly  to  be  punished  by  the  magistrate,  you 
will  certainly  think  it  much  more  his  duty  to  punish  a 
greater  fault,  as  you  must  allow  it  is,  to  reject  truth 
proposed  with  arguments  and  miracles,  than  with  bare 
arguments:  since  you  tell  us,  that  the  magistrate  is 
**  obliged  to  procure,  as  much  as  in  him  lies,  that  every 
**  man  take  care  of  his  own  soul ;  i.  e.  consider  as  he 
ought ;  which  no  man  can  be  supposed  to  do,  whilst 
he  persists  in  rejecting  :**  as  you  tell  us,  p.  24, 
Miracles,  say  you,  supplied  the  want  of  force,  *'  till 
by  their  help  Christianity  had  prevailed  to  be  received 
**  for  the  religion  of  the  empire."  Not  that  the  ma- 
gistrates had  not  as  much  commission  then,  from  the 
law  of  nature,  to  use  force  for  promoting  the  true  reli- 
gion, as  since :  but  because  the  magistrates  then,  not 
being  of  the  true  religion,  did  not  afford  it  the  assist- 
ance of  their  political  power.  If  this  be  so,  and  there 
be  a  necessity  either  of  force  or  miracles,  will  there  not 
be  the  same  reason  for  miracles  ever  since,  even  to  this 
day,  and  so  on  to  the  end  of  the  world,  in  all  those 
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countries  where  the  magistrate  is  not  of  the  true  reli- 
gion ?  ^*  Unless,  as  you  urge  it,  you  will  say  (what 
*^  without  impiety  cannot  be  said)  that  the  wise  and  be- 
'*  nign  disposer  of  all  things  has  not  furnished  mankind 
*'  with  competent  means  for  the  promoting  his  own 
^  honour  in  the  world,  and  the  good  of  souls." 

But  to  put  an  end  to  your  pretence  to  miracles,  as 
supplying  the  place  of  force.  Let  me  ask  you,  whether, 
since  the  withdrawing  of  miracles,  your  moderate  de- 
gree of  force  has  been  made  use  of,  for  the  support  of 
the  christian  religion  ?  If  not,  then  miracles  were  not 
made  use  of  to  supply  the  want  of  force,  unless,  it  were 
for  the  supply  of  such  force  as  Christianity  never  had ; 
which  is  for  the  supply  of  just  no  force  at  all ;  or  else 
for  the  supply  of  the  severities  which  have  been  in  use 
amongst  christians^  which  is  woi*se  than  none  at  all. 
Force,  you  say,  is  necessary  ;  what  force?  **  not  fire 
and  sword,  not  loss  of  estates,  not  maiming  with  cor- 
poral punishments,  not  starving  and  tormenting  in* 
noisome  prisons  :"*  those  you  condemn.  *^  Not  com- 
pulsion :  these  severities,  you  say,  are  apter  to  hin- 
der, than  promote  the  true  religion;  but  moderate 
lower  penalties,  tolerable  inconveniendes,  such  as 
'^  should  a  little  disturb  and  disease  men.*'  This  assist- 
ance not  being  to  be  had  from  the  magistrates,  in  the 
first  ages  of  Christianity,  miracles,  say  you,  were  con- 
tinued till  **  Christianity  became  the  religion  of  the  em- 
'*  pire,  not  so  much  for  any  necessity  there  was  of  them, 
all  that  while,  for  the  evincing  the  truth  of  the  chris- 
tian religion,  as  to  supply  the  want  of  the  magis-* 
trate*s  assistance.  For  the  true  religion  not  being 
*^  able  to  support  itself  by  its  own  light  and  strength, 
''  without  the  assistance  either  of  miracles,  or  of  autho- 
^  rity,*'  there  was  a  necessity,  of  the  one  or  the  other ; 
and  therefore,  whilst  the  powers  in  being  assisted  not 
with  necessary  force,  miracles  supplied  that  want.  Mi- 
racles then  being  to  supply  necessary  force,  and  neces* 
sary  force  being  only  **  lower  moderate  penalties,  some 
**  inconveniencies,  such  as  only  disturb  and  disease  a* 
^  little;''  if  you  cannot  show  that  in  all  countries^' 
where  the  magistrates  have  been  christian^  they  have' 
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assisted  with  such  force ;  it  is  plain  that  mirades  sup^ 
plied  not  the  want  of  necessai^  force  ;  unless  to  supply 
the  want  of  your  necessary  force,  for  a  time^  were  to* 
supply  the  want  of  an  assistance,  which  true  religion  had' 
not  upon  the  with-drawing  of  miracles ;  and  I  think  I 
may  say,  was  never  thought  on  by  any  authority,  in  any 
age  or  country,  till  yon  now,  above  thirteen  hundred 
years  after,  made  this  happy  discovery.  Nay,  sir,  since 
the  true  religion,  as  you  tell  us,  cannot  prevail  or  subsist 
without  miracles  or  authority,  i.  e.  your  moderate  force, 
it  most  necessarily  follow,  that  the  christian  religion  has, 
in  all  ages  and  countries,  been  accompanied  either  with 
actual  miracles,  or  such  force :  which,  whether  it  be  so 
or  no,  I  leave  you  and  all  sober  men  to  consider*  When 
you  can  show^  that  it  has  been  so,  we  shall  have  reason 
to  be  satisfied  with  your  bold  assertion  :  that  the  chris* 
tian  religion,  as  delivered  in  the  New  Testament,  can- 
not **  prevail  by  its  own  light  atid  strength,  without  the 
"  assistance"  of  your  moderate  penalties,  or  of  actual 
miracles  accompanying  it.  But  if  ever  since  the  with- 
drawing of  miracles  in  all  christian  countries,  where' 
force  has  been  thought  necessary  by  the  magistrate  to 
support  the  national,  or,  as  every-where  it  is  called,  the 
true  religion,  those  severities  have  been  made  use  of, 
which  you,  for  a  good  reason,  *^  condemn,  as  apter  to 
*^  hinder  than  promote  the  true  religion ;"  it  is  plain 
that  miracles  supplied  the  want  of  such  an  assistance  from 
the  magistrate,  as  was  apter  to  hinder  than  promote  the 
true  religion.  And  your  substituting  of  miracles  to  sup-^' 
ply  the  want  of  moderate  force  will  show  nothmg,  for' 
your  cause,  but  the  zeal  of  a  man  so  fond  of  force,  that' 
he  will  without  any  warrant  from  scripture  enter  into* 
the  counsels  of  the  Almighty ;  and  without  authority 
fh>m  history  talk  of  miracles,  and  political  administni*' 
tions,  as  may  best  suit  his  system. 

To  my  saying,  a  religion  that  is  from  God,  wants 
not  the  assistance  of  human  authority  to  make  it  pre* 
▼ail ;  you  answer,  ^  This  is  not  simply  nor  always  true. 
'*  Indeed  when  God  takes  the  matter  wholly  into  YAs- 
*^^owt)  hands,  as  he  does  at  his  first  revealing  any  reli-* 
^  gtoU)  there  can  be  no  need  of  any  aasistrace  of  hmnaii' 
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*^  authority ;  but  when  God  has  once  sufficiently  settled 
**  his  religion  in  the  world,  so  that  if  men  from  thence** 
^  forth  will  do  what  they  may  and  ought,  in  their  se- 
'^  veral  capacities,  to  preserve  and  propagate  it,  it  may 
^  subsist  and  prevail  without  that  extraordinary  assist- 
«  ance  from  him,  which  was  necessary  for  its  first  esta- 
**  blishment."  By  this  rule  of  yours,  how  long  was 
there  need  of  miracles  to  make  Christianity  subsist  and 
prevail  ?  If  you  will  keep  to  it,  you  will  find  there  was 
no  need  of  miracles,  after  the  promulgation  of  the  gos- 
pel by  Christ  and  his  apostles:  for  I  ask  you,  was  it  not 
then  so  *-  sufficiently  settled  in  the  world,  that  if  men 
^  would  from  thenceforth  have  done  what  they  might 
^  and  ought,  in  their  several  capacities,''  it  would  have 
subsisted  and  prevailed  without  that  extraordinary  assist^ 
ance  of  miracles  ?  unless  you  will  on  this  occasion  re** 
tract  what  you  say  in  other  places,  viz.  that  it  is  a  fault 
not  to  receive  the  "  true  religion,  where  sufficient  evi- 
^*  dence  is  offered  to  convince  men  that  it  is  so."  If 
then,  from  the  times  of  the  apostles,  the  christian,  re-^ 
ligion  has  had  sufficient  evidence  that  it  is  the  true  rell^ 
gion,  and  men  did  their  duty,  i.  e.  receive  it ;  it  would 
certainly  have  subsisted  and  prevailed,  even  from  the 
apostles  times,  without  that  extraordinary  assistance^ 
and  then  miracles  after  that  were  not  necessary. 

But  perhaps  you  will  say,  that  by  men  in  their  seve- 
ral capacities,  you  mean  the  magistrates.  A  pretty  wa^ 
of  speaking,  proper  to  you  alone :  but,  even  in  that 
sense,  it  will  not  serve  your  turn.  For  then  there  will 
be  need  of  miracles,  not  only  in  the  time  you  propose, 
but  in  all  times  after.  For  if  the  magistrate,  who  is  as 
much  subject  as  other  men  to  that  corruption  of  human 
nature,  by  which  you  tell  us  false  religions  prevail  against 
the  true,  should  not  do  what  he  may  and  ought,  so  as  to 
be  of  the  true  religion,  as  it  is  the  odds  he  will  not} 
what  then  will  become  of  the  true  religion,  which  AG^ 
cording  to  you  cannot  subsist  or  prevail  without  either 
the  assistance  of  miracles  or  authority?  Subjects  cannot 
have  the  assistance  of  authority,  where  the  magistrate  is 
iJot  of  the  true  religion;  and  the  hiagistrate  wanting  ihe 
^ssistaace  rf  authority  ta  bring  bim  to  the  true  rdigicnfirj 
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that  want  must  be  still  supplied  with  mirades,  or  else, 
according  to  your  hypothesis,  all  must  go  to  wreck;  and 
the  true  religion,  that  cannot  subsist  by  its  own  strength 
and  light,  must  be  lost  in  the  world.  For,  I  presume, 
you  are  scarce  yet  such  an  adorer  of  the  powers  of  the 
world,  as  to  say,  that  magistrates  are  privileged  from  that 
common  corruption  of  mankind,  whose  opposition  to 
the  true  religion  you  suppose  cannot  be  overcome,  with- 
out the  assistance  of  miracles  or  force.  The  flock  will 
stray,  unless  the  bell-wether  conduct  them  right ;  the 
bell-wether  himself  will  stray,  unless  the  shepherd's  crook 
and  staff,  which  he  has  as  much  need  of  as  any  sheep  of 
the  flock,  keep  him  right :  ergo,  the  whole  flock  will 
stray,  unless  the  bell-wether  have  that  assbtance  which 
is  necessary  to  conduct  him  right.  The  case  is  the  same 
here.  So  that  by  your  own  rule,  either  there  was  no  need 
of  miracles  to  supply  the  want  offeree,  after  the  apostles* 
time,  or  there  is  need  of  them  still. 

But  your  answer,  when  looked  into,  has  something  in 
it  niore  excellent.  I  say,  a  religion  that  is  of  God,  wants 
not  the  assistance  of  human  authority  to  make  it  prevail. 
You  answer,  "  True,  when  God  takes  the  matter  into 
^^  his  own  hands.  But  when  once  he  has  sufficieiltly 
**  settled  religion,  so  that  if  men  will  but  do  what  they 
*'  may  and  ought,  it  may  subsist  without  that  extraor* 
'*  dinary  assistance  from  heaven ;  then  he  leaves,  it  to 
*^  their  care."  Where  you  suppose,  if  men  will  do  their 
duties  in  their  several  capacities,  true  religion,  being 
once  established,  may  subsist  without  miracles.  And  is 
it  not  as  tnie,  that  if  they  will,  in  their  several  capaci- 
ties, do  what  they  may  and  ought,  true  religion  will  also 
subsist  without  force?  But  you  are  sure  magistrates  will 
do  what  they  may  and  ought,  to  preserve  and  propa- 
gate the  true  religion,  but  subjects  will  not.  If  you 
are  not,  you  must  bethink  yourself  how  to  answer  that 
old  question,  .  *n 

— *^  Sed  quis  custodiet  ipsos        I  l. 

^*  Custodes?"—      '  \.^^' 

To  my  having  said,  that  prevailing  without  the  assist- 
ance of  force,  I  thought  was  made  use  of  as  an  taga* 
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ment  for  the  truth  of  the  christian  religion :  You  reply 
that  you  hope  *^  I  am  mistaken ;  for  sure  this  is  a  very 
bad  argument.  That  the  christian  religion,  so  con- 
trary in  the  nature  of  it»  as  well  to  flesh  and  blood, 
as  to  the  powers  of  darkness;  should  prevail  as  it  did, 
^*  and  that  not  only  without  any  assistance  from  autho- 
rity,  but  even  in  spite  of  all  the  opposition  which 
authority  and  a  wicked  world,  joined  with  those  in* 
**  femal  powers,  could  make  against  it.  This,  I  ac- 
'*  knowledge,  has  deservedly  been  insisted  upon  by 
*'  christians  as  a  very  good  proof  of  their  religion.  But 
^'  to  argue  the  truth  of  the  christian  religion,  from  its 
*^  mere  prevailing  in  the  world,  without  any  aid  from 
^'  force,  or  the  assistance  of  the  powers  in  being ;  as  if 
**  whatever  religion  should  so.  prevail,  must  needs  be 
**  the  true  religion;  whatever  may  be  intended,  is  really 
''  not  to  defend  the  christian  religion,  but  to  betray  it.'' 
How  you*  have  mended  the  argument  by  putting  in 
**  mere,"  which  is  not  aXiy  where  used  by  me,  I  will  not 
examine.  The  question  is,  whether  the  christian  reli- 
gion, such  as  it  was  then,  (for  I  know  not  any  other 
christian  religion)  and  is  still  <^  contrary  to  flesh  and 
^  blood,  and  to  the  powers  of  darkness,"  prevailed  not 
without  the  assistance  of  human  force,  by  those  aids  it 
has  still?  This,  I  think,  you  will  not  deny  to  be  an  ar- 
gument used  for  its  truth  by  christians,  and  some  of  our 
church.  How  far  any  one  in  the  use  of  this  argument 
pleases,  or  displeases  you,  I  am  not  concerned.  All  the 
use  I  made  of  it  was  to  show,  that  it  is  confessed  that 
the  christian  religion  did  prevail,  without  that  human 
means  of  the  coactive  power  of  the  magistrate,  which 
you  affirmed  to  be  necessary  ;  and  this,  I  think,  makes 
good  the  experiment  I  brought.  Nor  will  your  seeking, 
your  way,  a  refuge  in  mirades,  help  you  to  evade  it;  as 
I  have  already  shown. 

But  you  give  a  reason  for  what  you  say,  in  these  foU 
lowing  words :  ^'  for  neither  does  the  true  religion 
'*  always  prevail  without  the  assistance  of  the  powers  in 
'^  being:  nor  is  that  always  the  true  religion,  which 
«  does  so  spread  and  prevail."  Those  who  use  the  ar- 
gunient  of  its  prevailing  without  force,  for  the  truth 


468  A  Third  Letter  for  Toieratiok. 

of  the  christian  religion,  it  is  like  will  tell  you,  that,  if 
it  be  true,  as  you  say,  that  the  christian  religion,  which 
at  other  times  does,  sometimes  does  not,  prevail  without 
the  assistance  of  the  powers  in  being;  it  is,  because  when 
it  fails,  it  wants  the  due  assistance  and  diligence  of  the 
ministers  of  it:  **Howshall  they  hear  without  apreacher?'* 
How  shall  the  gospel  be  spread  and  prevail,  if  those  who 
take  on  them  to  be  the  ministers  and  preachers  of  it, 
either  neglect  to  teach  it  others  as  they  ought ;  or  con- 
firm it  not  by  their  lives  ?     If  therefore  you  will  make 
this  argument  of  any  use  to  you,  you  must  show,  where 
it  was,  that  the  ministers  of  the  gospel,  doing  their  duty 
by  the  purity  of  their  lives,  and  their  uninterrupted  la- 
hour,  in  being  instant  in  season,  and  out  of  season, 
have  not  been  able  to  make  it  prevail.     An  instance  of 
this,  it  is  believed,  you  will  scarce  find :  and  if  this  be 
the  case,  that  it  fails  not  to  prevail  where  those,  whose 
charge  it  is,  neglect  not  to  teach  and  spread  it  with 
that  care,  assiduity,  and  application,  which  they  ought; 
you    may  hereafter  know  where   to  lay   the  blame; 
not  on  the  want  of  sufficient  light  and  strength  in  the 
gospel  to  prevail ;  (wherein  methinks  you  make  very 
bold  with  it ;)  but  on  the  want  of  what  tlie  apostle  re^ 
jquires  in  the  ministers  of  it ;  some  part  whereof  you 
may  read  in  these  words  to  Timothy :  •*  But  thou,  O 
man  of  God,  follow  after  righteousness,  godliness, 
faith,  love,  patience,  meekness:  give  attendance  to 
^<  reading,  to  exhortation,   to  doctrine :   preach   the 
*^  word,  be  instant  in  season  and  out  of  season ;  re- 
^  prove,  rebuke,  exhort,  with  all  long-suffering  and 
'*  doctrine ;"  and  more  to  this  purpose  in  his  epistles  to 
Timothy  and  Titus. 

,  That  the  christian  religion  has  prevailed,  and  sup* 
ported  itself  in  the  world  now  above  these  sixteen 
hundred  years,  you  must  grant;  and  that  it  has  not  been 
by  force,  is  demonstration.  For  wherever  the  christian 
religion  prevailed,  it  did  it,  as  far  as  we  know  any 
thing  of  the  means  of  its  propagation  and  support,  with- 
out the  help  of  that  force,  moderate  force,  which  you 
say  is  alone  useful  and  necessary.  So  that  if  the  seve- 
you  coDdemn  be,  as  you  confess,  apter  to  hinder 
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tbw  promote  the  gospel ;  and  it  has  no-where  had  the 
assistance  of  your  moderate  penalties ;  it  miist  follow^ 
that  it  prevailed  without  force,  only  by  its  own  strength 
and  light,  displayed  and  brought  home  to  the  under- 
standings and  hearts  of  the  people,  by  the  preachings, 
intreaties,  and  exhortations  of  its  ministers.  This  at 
least  you  must  grant,  that  force  can  be  by  no  means  ne- 
cessary to  make  the  gospel  prevail  any-where,  till  the 
utmost  has  been  tried  that  can  be  done  by  arguments 
and  exhortations^  prayers  and  intreaties,  and  all  the 
friendly  ways  of  persuasion. 

As  to  the  other  part  of  your  assertion,  **  Nor  is  that 
^  always  the  true  religion  that  does  so  spread  and  pre- 
"  vail,"  it  is  like  they  will  demand  instances  of  you, 
where  false  religions  ever  prevailed  against  the  gospel, 
without  the  assistance  of  force  on  the  one  side,  or  the 
betraying  of  it  by  the  negligence  and  carelessness  of  its 
teachers  on  the  other  ?  So  that  if  the  gospel  any-where 
wants  the  magistrate's  assistance,  it  is  only  to  make  the 
ministers  of  it  do  their  duty.  I  have  heard  of  those,  and 
possibly  there  are  instances  of  it  now  wanting,  who  by 
their  pious  lives,  peaceable  and  friendly  carriage,  and 
diligent  application  *to  the  several  conditions  and  capa- 
cities of  their  parishioners,  and  screening  them  as  much 
as  they  could  from  the  penalties  of  the  law,  have  in  a 
short  time  scarce  left  a  dissenter  in  a  parish,  where, 
Dotwithstanding  the  fofce  had  been  before  used,  they 
scarce  found  any  other.  But  how  far  this  has  recom»> 
mended  such  ministers  to  those  who  ought  to  encourage 
or  follow  the  example,  I  wish  you  would  inform  your- 
self, and  then  tell  me.  But  who  sees  not  that  a  justice 
of  peace's  warrant  is  a  shorter,  and  much  easier  way  for 
the  minister,  than  all  this  ado  of  instruction,  debates, 
and  particular  application?  Whether  it  be  also  more 
christian,  or  more  effectual  to  make  real  converts,  others 
may  be  apt  to  inquire.  This,  I  am  sure,  it  is  not  justi^ 
fiaUe,  even  by  your  veiy  principles,  to  be  used  till  the 
other  has  been  thoroughly  tried. 

,  How  far  our  Saviour  is  like  to  approve  of  this  method 
iQ  those  whom  he  sends;  what  reward  he  is  like  to 
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bestow  on  ministers  of  his  word,  who  are  forward  to 
bring  their  brethren  under  such  correction ;  those  who 
call  themselves  successors  of  the  apostles,  will  do  well  to 
consider  from  what  he  himself  says  to  them,  Luke  xii.  42. 
For  that  that  was  spoken  particularly  to  the  apostles  and 
preachei*s  of  the  gospel,  is  evident  not  only  from  the 
words  themselves,  but  from  St.  Peter's  question.  Our 
Saviour  having  in  the  foregoing  verses  declared  in  a 
parable  the  necessity  of  being  watchful,  St.  Peter,  verse 
41,  asks  him,  ^*  Lord,  speakest  thou  this  parable  unto 
"  us,  or  even  to  all?"  To  this  demand  our  Saviour 
i*eplies  in  these  words :  "  Who  then  is  that  faithful  and 
*^  wise  steward  whom  his  lord  shall  make  ruler  over  his 
.'^  household,  to  give  them  their  poition  of  meat  in  due 
^^  season  ?  Blessed  is  that  servant  whom  the  Lord,  when 

he  cometh,  shall  find  so  doing.     Of  a  truth,  I  say 

unto  you,  he  will  make  him  ruler  over  all  that  he  hath. 

But,  and  if  that  servant  say  in  his  heart.  My  lord  de- 

layeth  his  coming ;  and  shall  begin  to  beat  the  men- 
«  servants,  and  maidens,  and  to  eat  and  drink,  and  to 
'*  be  drunken  :  the  lord  of  that  servant  will  come  in  a 
<<  day  when  he  looketh  not  for  him,  and  at  an  hour  when 
^'  he  is  not  aware ;  and  will  cut  him  in  sunder,  and  will 

appoint  him  his  portion  with  unbelievers;  or  with 

hypocrites,"  as  it  is.  Matt.  xxiv.  5L 

But  if  there  be  any  thing  in  the  argument  for  the  truth 
of  Christianity,  (as  God  forbid  there  should  not,)  that  it 
^as,  and  consequently  can  prevail  without  force;  I 
think  it  can  scarce  be  true  in  matter  of  fact,  that  false 
religions  do  also  prevail  against  the  christian  religion, 
when  they  come  upon  equal  terms  in  competition  ;  and 
as  much  diligence  and  industry  is  used  by  the  teachers 
of  it,  as  by  seducers  to  false  religions,  the  magistrate 
using  his  force  on  neither  side*  For  if  in  this  case, 
which  is  the  fair  trial,  Christianity  can  prevail,  and  false 
religions  too;  it  is  possible  contrarieties  may  prevail 
against  one  another  both  together.  To  make  good 
therefore  your  assertion,  you  must  show  us,  where  ever 
any  other  religion  so  spread  and  prevailed,  as  to  drive 
Christianity  out  of  any  country  without  force,  where 
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ii»  mlniiters  of  U;  .did  their  duty  to  teach,  acknn^  and 
support  it. 

As  to  the  following  words,  **  Nor  is  that  always  the 
*^  true  religioD  which  does  so  spread  and  prevail ;  as  I 
*f  doubt  not  but  you  will  acknowledge  with  me,  when 
**  you  have  but  considered  within  how  few  generations 
''  after  the  floods  the  worship  of  false  gods  prevailed 
'^  against  that  which  Noah  professed  and  taught  his 
**  children,  which  was  undoubtedly  the  true  religion, 
''  almost  to  the  utter  exclusion  of  it  (though  that  at 
**  first  was  the  only  religion  in  the  world),  without  any 
*^  aid  from  force,  or  assistance  from  the  powers  in  be« 
'*  ing."  This  will  need  something  more  than  a  nega 
tive  proof,  as  we  shaU  see  by  and  by. 

Where  I  say,  "  The  inventiops  of  meu  need  the  force 
'^  and  help  of  men :  a  religion  that  is  from  God,  wants 
**  not  the  assistance  of  human  authority."  The  first 
part  of  those  words  you  take  no  notice  of;  neither  grant 
nor  deny  it  to  be  so ;  though  perhaps  it  will  prove  a 
great  part  of  the  controversy  between  us. 

To  my  question,  '^  Whether  if  such  a  toleration  as  is 
^  proposed  by  the  author  of  the  first  letter,  were  esta« 
^  bUshed  in  France,  Spain,  Italy,  Portugal,  &c.  the 
^.^  true  religion  would  not  be  a  gainer  by  it  ?  **  You  an** 
swer.  That  the  **  true  religion  would  be  a  loser  by  it  in, 
**  those  few  places  where  it  is  now  established  as  the 
'^  national  religion ; ''  and  particularly  you  name  Eng- 
land. It  is  then,  it  seems,  by  your  way  of  moderate 
force  and  lower  penalties,  that  in  all  countries  where  ib 
ifl[  national  the  true  religion  hath  prevailed  and  subsists* 
For  the  coQtroversy  is  between  the  author  s  universal 
toleraticn,  and  your  new  way  of  force ;  for  greater  de* 
grees  of  force,  yon  oondemp  as  hurtful.  Say  then  that 
m  England,  and  wherever  the  true  religion  is  national, 
it  has  been  beholden  to  your  force  lor  the  advantages 
and  support  it  has  had,  and  I  will  yield  you  the  cause. 
But  of  national  religions,  and  particularly  that  of 
Englandf  I  have  occasion  to  speak  more  in  another 
place. 

In  the  next  place  you  answer.  That  you  suppose  I  do 
not  hope  I  sh4l  persuade  the  iff  orld  to  Qonsent  to  my 
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toleration.  I  think  by.  your  logic,  a  proposition  is  not 
less  true  or  false,  because  the  world  will  or  will  not  be 
persuaded  to  consent  to  it.  And  therefore,  though  it 
will  not  consent  to  a  general  toleration,  it  may  never-' 
theless  be  true  that  it  would  be  advantageous  to  the' 
true  religion :  and  if  nobody  must  speak  truth  till  he 
thinks  all  the  world  will  be  persuaded  by  it,  you  must 
have  a  very  good  opinion  of  your  oratory,  or  else  you 
will  have  a  very  good  excuse  to  turn  your  parsonage, 
when  you  have  one,  into  a  sinecure.  But  though  I 
have  not  so  good  an  opinion  of  my  gift  of  persuasion, 
as  perhaps  you  have  of  yours ;  yet  I  think  I  may  with- 
out any  g^at  presumption  hope,  that  I  may  as  soon 
persuade  England,  the  world,  or  any  government  in  it, 
to  consent  to  my  toleration,  as  you  persuade  it  to  con- 
tent itself  with  moderate  penalties.  • 

You  farther  answer.  If  such  a  toleration  established 
there  would  permit  the  doctrine  of  the  church  of  Eng- 
land to  be  truly  preached,  and  its  worship  set  up  in  any 
popish,  mahometan,  or  pagan  country,  you  think  true 
religion  would  be  a  *'  gainer  by  it  for  some  time ;  but 
'*  you  think  withal,  that  an  universal  toleration  would 
^  ruin  it  both  there  and  every-where  else  in  the  end.'* 
You  grant  it  then  possible,  notwithstanding  the  corrup- 
tion of  human  nature,  that  the  true  religion  may  gain 
some-where,  and  for  some  time,  by  toleration:  it  will 
gain  under  a  new  toleration  you  think,  but  decay  under 
an  old  one ;  would  you  had  told  us  the  reason  why  you 
think  so.  ^  But  you  think  there  is  great  reason  to  fear, 
'^  that  without  God's  extraordinary  providence,  it 
'<  would  in  a  much  shorter  time,  than  any  one,  who  does 
'<  not  well  consider  the  matter,  will  imagine,  be  most 
'<  effectually  extirpated  by  it  throughout  the  w<Hid/* 
If  you  have  considered  right,  and  the  matter  be  really 
so,  it  is  demonstration  that  the  christian  religion,  since 
Constantine's  time,  as  well  as  the  true  religion  before 
Moses's  time,  must  needs  have  been  totally  extinguish* 
ed  out  of  the  world,  and  have  so  continued,  unless  by 
miracle  and  immediate  revelation  restored.  For  those 
men,  i.  e.  the  magistrates,  upon  whose  being  of  the  true 
religion,  the  preservation  of  it,  according  to  yon,  den 
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pendsy'  living  all  of  them  under  a  free  toleration,  must 
needs  lose  the  true  religion  effectually  and  speedily  frOOA 
among  them ;  and,  they  quitting  the  true  religion,  the 
atajstance  of  force^  which  should  support  it  against  a 
general  defection,  be  utterly  lost. 

The  princes  of  the  urorld  are,  I  suppose,  as  well  in- 
fected with  the  depraved  nature  of  man,  as  the  rest  of 
their  [brethren.  These,  whether  a  hundred  or  a  thou* 
sand,  suppose  they  lived  together  in  one  society,  where* 
in  with  the  true  religion,  there  were  a  free  toleration, 
and  no  coactive  power  of  the  magistrate  employed  about 
matters  of  religion ;  would  the  true  religion  be  soon 
extirpated  amongst  them  ?  If  you  say  it  would  not,  you 
must  grant  toleration  not  to  be  so  destructive  of  the  true 
religion,  as  you  say ;  or  you  must  think  them  of  another 
race,  than  the  rest  of  corrupt  men,  and  free  from  that 
general  taint. .  If  you  grant  that  the  true  religion  would 
be  quickly  extirpated  amongst  them,  by  toleration,  liv- 
ing together  in  one  society ;  the  same  will  happen  to 
them,  living  as  princes,  where  they  are  free  fh>m  all 
coactive  |K)wer  of  the  magistrate  in  matters  of  religion, 
and  have  as  large  a  toleration  as  can  be  imagined.  Un- 
less you  will  say,  that  depraved  human  nature  works 
less  in  a  prince  than  a  subject ;  and  is  most  tame,  most 
mortified,  where  it  has  most  liberty  and  temptation. 
Must  not  then,  if  your  maxim  be  true,  toleration  quickly 
deprive  the  few  orthodox  princes  that  are  in  the  world 
(take  it  when  you  will)  of  the  true  religion ;  and  with 
them  take  away  the  assistance  of  authority,  which  is 
necessary  to  support  it  amongst  their  subjects?  Tolera- 
tion then  does  not,  whatever  your  fears  are,  make  that 
woeful  wreck  on  true  religion  which  you  talk  of. 

I  shall  give  you  another  evidence  of  it,  and  then  come 
to  examine  your  great  reason  taken  from  the  corruption 
of  human  nature,  and  the  instance  you  so  often  repeat, 
and  build  so  much  on,  the  appstacy  after  the  flood 
Toleration,  you  say,  would  quickly  and  effectually  ex- 
tirpate the  true  religion  throughout  the  world.  What 
now  is  the  means  to  preserve  true  religion  in  the  world? 
If  you  n\ay  be  believed,  it  b  force ;  but  not  all  force, 
great .  sevprities,   fire,  faggot,  impri^onm^ntj  loss  of 
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estate,  &c.  These  will  do  more  harm  than  good ;  it  ^ 
only  lower  and  moderate  penalties,  some  tolerable  in* 
oonveniencies^  can  do  the  business.  If  then  moderate 
foKoe  hath  not  been  all  along,  no,  nor  any-where,  made 
use<  of  for  the  preservation  of  the  true  religion ;  th^ 
maintenance  and  support  of  the  true  religioq  in  the 
woridy  has  not  been  owing  to  what  you  oppose  to  tole* 
ration  ;  and  so  your  argument  against  toleration  is  out 
of  doors. 

You  give  us  in  this  and  the  foregoing  pages  the 
grounds  of  your  fear ;  it  is  the  corruption  of  human  na* 
ture  which  opposes  the  true  religion.  You  express  it 
thus,  *^  Idolatry  prevailing  against  it  [the  true  religionj 
**  not  by  its  own  light  and  strength,  for  it  oould  have 
**  nothing  of  either,  but  merely  by  the  advantage  it 
**  had  in  the  corruption  and  pravity  of  human  nature, 
<*  finding  out  to  itself  more  agreeable  religions  than 
^^  the  true.  For,  say  you,  whatever  hardships  some 
*<  false  religions  may  impose,  it  will  however  always  be 
^  easier  to  carnal  worldly-minded  men,  to  give  even 
^*  their  first-born  for  their  transgressions,  than  to  mor* 
^  tify  their  lusts  fVom  which  they  spring;  which  no 
^  religion  but  the  true  requires  of  them.''  I  wonder, 
saying  this,  hoW  you  could  ajiy  longer  mistake  the  ma- 
gistrate's duty,  in  reference  to  religion,  and  not  see 
wherein  force  truly  can  and  ought  to  be  serviceable  to 
it.  What  you  have  said,  plainly  shows  you,  that  the 
assistance  the  magistrate's  authority  ci|n  give  to  the 
true  religion,  is  in  snbduing  of  lusts ;  and  its  being 
directed  against  pride,  injustice,  rapine,  luxyry,  and 
debauchery,  and  those  other  immoralities  which  come 
properly  under  his  cognizance,  and  may  be  corrected 
by  punishments ;  and  not  by  the  imposing  of  creeds 
and  ceremonies,  as  you  tell  us.  Sound  and  decent; 
you  mi^t  have  left  out,  whereof  their  fancies,  and  not 
the  law  of  God,  will  always  be  judge,  and  consequently 
the  rule. 

The  case  between  the  true  and  false  religions  as  you 
have  stated  it,  in  short,  stands  thus,  ^  True  rdigion 
*^'  has  always  light  and  strength  of  its  own,  suffident 
^  to  prevaS  with  all  that  seriously  consider  it,  and  with- 
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^  dtit  prejudice.  Idolati^  or  Mse  reli^Ms  hdr^  no^ 
"  thiflg  of  Hght  01*  dtrength  to  prevail  with.''  Why 
then  does  not  the  tilie  i*elig^on  pi^vail  against  thdftlfse, 
hnving  80  much  th^  ttdrantag^  in  light  aild  sti^ngth  ? 
The  counterbalance  of  prejudice  hinders.  And  wherein 
does  that  conMst  ?  The  drunlcard  must  part  with  his 
dups  and  companions^  and  the  vdluptuons  tilati  with  his 
pleasures.  The  proud  and  vain  must  laj  by  all  excess 
iti  apparel,  ftimitur^,  and  attendance ;  and  money  (the 
Mpport  of  all  these^  must  b6  got  only  by  the  ways  of 
justice,  honesty,  ana  fair  industry :  and  every  one  must 
ate  peaceably,  uprightly,  and  friendlv  with  his  tieigh- 
bour»  Here  then  the  magistrate's  assistance  is  wdtltin^f 
her^  thc^  may  and  otight  to  intei'pose  their  power,  atid 
by  severities  against  drunkenness^  lasdWdUsilesis,  and  all 
4orts  of  debauchery ;  by  ft  steady  and  tmrelaxed  punish- 
ment of  all  the  ways  df  fraud  and  injusti<5e ;  aiid  by  theii^ 
iKlministration,  countenance,  and  exiiinple,  neduce  the 
irregularities  of  men's  manners  into  oitler,  and  bring 
sobriety,  peaceableness,  industry,  and  hOneMy  into  fa-' 
shion.  Tills  1^  their  proper  bU^nesd  et^ry- where ;  and 
for  this  they  have  a  commission  ftom  God,  both  by  thc^ 
light  of  nature  and  revelation ;  and  by  this,  r^movhi^ 
the  grettt  counterpoise,  whidi  lilto  hi  strictness  of  fife, 
and  is  so  strong  a  bias,  with  the  greatest  part,  against  the 
true  neligion,  they  would  cast  the  balance  on  that  side^ 
t'ot  if  men  were  forced  by  the  magistrate  to  lite  sober, 
honest  and  strict  lives,  whatever  their  reli^on  WeiV, 
would  not  the  advanti^  be  on  the  side  of  truth,  when 
the  gratifying  of  their  lusts  were  not  to  be  obtained  by 
forsaliing  her  ?  In  men's  lives  lies  the  main  obstackf  td 
right  opinions  in  religion :  and  if  you  will  not  believe 
me,  yet  what  a  very  rational  man  of  the  church  of  Be- 
hind says  in  the  case  [Dr.  Bentley,  in  his  sermon  of 
the  folly  of  atheism,  p.  1&]  Will  deserve  to  be  remem- 
bered. ••  Did  religion  bestow  heaven,  without  any  forms 
'*  and  conditions,  Indiiferently  upon  all ;  if  the  crown 
*^  of  life  was  hereditary,  and  fi^ee  to  good  And  bad,  and 
**  not  settled  by  covenant  an  the  elect  Of  God  only, ' 
**  soch  as  Kve  soberly,  righteonsly,  and  godly  in  this ' 
^<  present  world  j   I  believe  there  Would  be  no  such' 
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thing  as  an  infidel  among  us.  '  And  without  contro- 
versy it  is  the  way  and  means  of  attaining  to  heaven, 
''  that  makes  profane  scoffers  so  willing  to  let  go  the 
expectation  of  it  It  is  not  the  articles  of  the  creed, 
but'  their  duty  to  God  and  their  neighbour,  that  is 
such  an  inconsistent  incredible  legend.  They  will 
not  practise  the  rules  of  religion,  and  therefore  they 
"  cannot  believe  the  *  doctrines  *  of  it."  The  inge- 
nious author'  will  pardon  me  the  change  of  one  word, 
which  I  doubt  not  but  suits  his  opinion,  though  it  did 
not  so  well  that  argument  he  was  then  on. 

You  grant  the  true  religion  has  always  light  and 
strength  to  prevail ;  false  religions  have  neither.  Take 
away  the  satisfaction  of  men's  lusts,  and  which  then,  I 
pray,  hath  the  advantage  ?  Will  men,  against  the  light 
of  dieir  reason,  do  violence  to  their  understandings,  and 
forsake  truth,  and  salvation  too,  gratis  ?  You  tdl  us 
here,  *^  No  religion  but  the  true  requires  of  men  the 
*'  difficult  task  of  mortifying  their  lusts/'  This  being 
granted  you,  what  service  will  this  do  you  to  prove  the 
necessity  of  force  to  punish  all  dissenters  in  England  ? 
Do  none  of  their  religions  require  the  mortifying  of  lusts 
as  well  as  yours  ? 

And  now,  let  us  consider  your  instance  whereon  you 
build  so  mudi,  that  we  hear  of  it  over  and  over  again. 
For  you  tell  us,  "  Idolatry  prevailed,  but  yet  not  by 
"  the  help  of  force,  as  has  been  sufficiently  shown." 
And  again,  *'  That  truth  left  to  shift  for  herself  will 
^  not  do  well  enough,  as  has  been  sufficiently  shown." 
What  you  have  done  to  show  this,  is  to  be  seen,  where 
you  tell  us,  '*  Within  how  few  generations  after  the  flood, 
the  worship  of  false  gods  prevailed  against  the  reli- 
gion which  Noah  professed,  and  taught  his  children, 
**  (which  was  undoubtedly  the  true  religion,)  almost  to 
*'  the  utter  exclusion  of  it,  (though  that  at  first  was 
the  only  religion  in  the  world,)  without  any  aid  from 
force,  or  the  assistance  of  the  powers  in  being,  for 
any  thing  we  find  in  the  history  of  those  times,  as 
.we  may 'reasonably  believe,  considering  that  it  found 
**  an  entrance  into  the  world,  and  entertainment  in  it  * 
**  when  it  could  have  no  such  aid  or  assistance.    Of 
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which  (besides  the  corruption  of  human  nature)  you 
sui^pose  there  can  no  other  cause  be  assigned,  or  .none 
more  probable  than  this,  that  the  powers. then  in 
being  did  not  do  what  they  might. and  ought  to  have 
**  done,  towards  the  preventing  or  checking  that  ,hor- 
rible  apostacy.*^  Here  you  tell  us,  that  the  ^  wor- 
ship of  false  gods,  within  a  very  few  generations  after 
the  flood,  prevailed  against  the  true  religion,  almost 
^  to  the  utter  exclusion  of  it.**  This  you  say  indeed, 
but  without  any  proofs,  and  unless  that  be  showing, 
you  have  not,  as  you  pretend,  any  way  shown  it.  Out 
of  .what  records,  I  beseech  you,  have  you  it,  that  the 
true  religion  was  almost  wholly  extirpated  out  of  the 
world,  within  a  few  generations  after  the.  flood  ?  The 
scripture,  the  laigest  history  we  have  .of  those  times, 
says  nothing  of  it ;  nor  does,  as  I  remember,  mention 
any  as  guilty,  of  idolatry,  within  two  or  three  hundred 
years  after  the  flood.  In  Canaan  itself,  I  do  not  think 
that  you  can  out  of  any  credible  hbtory  show,  that 
there  was  any  idolatry  within  ten  or  twelve  generations 
after  Noah ;  much  less  that  it  had  so  overspread  the 
world,  and  extirpated  the  true  religion,  out  of  that  part 
of  it,  where  the  scene  lay  of  those  actions  recorded  in 
the  history  of  the  Bible.  In  Abraham's  time,  Melchi- 
sedec,  who  was  king  of  Salem,  was  also  the  priest  of 
the  most  high  God..  We. read  that  God,  with  an  im- 
mediate hand,  punished  miraculously,  first  mankind^  at 
the  confusion  of  Babel,  and  afterwards  Sodom,  and  four 
other  cities ;  but  in  neither  of  these  places  is  there  any 
the  least  mention  of  iddatry,  by  which  they  provoked 
God,  and  drew  down  vengeance  on  themselves.  So 
that,  truly  you  have  shown  nothing  at  all ;  and  what  the 
scripture  shows  is  against  you.  For  besides,  that  it  is 
plain  by  Mdchisedec  the  king  of  Salem,  and  priest  of 
the. most  high  Go4  to  whom  Abraham  paid  tithes,  that 
all  the  land  of  Canaan  was  not  yet  overspread  with  ido» 
latry,  though  afterwards  in  the  time  of  Joshua,  by  the 
forfeiture  was  therefore  made  of  it  to  the  Israelites,  one 
may  have  reason  to  suspect  it  were  more  defiled  with  it 
than  any.  part  of  .  the  world ;  besides  Salem,  1  say,  he 
that  jreads  the  story  of  Abimeledii  Gen.  xx.  xxi.  xxvi. 
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will  have  reason  to  think,  that  he  also  and  his  king^ 
dom^  though  Philistines,  were  not  then  infected  with 
idolatry. 

You  think  they,  and  almost  all  mankind  were  idola- 
ters»  but  7011  may  be  mistaken ;   and  that  which  may 
serve  to  show  it,  is  the  example  of  Elijah  the  prophet, 
who  WBS  at  least  as  infallible  a  guesser  as  you,  and  was 
as  well  instructed  in  the  state  and  history  of  his  own 
country  and  time,  as  you  can  be  in  the  state  of  the  whole 
world  three  or  four  thousand  years  1^.  Elijah  thought 
that  idolatry  had  wholly  extirpated  the  truerefigion  out 
of  Israel,  and  complains  thus  to  God ;  *^  The  drildren 
^  of  Israel  have  fin^saken  thy  covenant,  thrown  down 
^  thy  altars^  and  slain  thy  prophets  with  the  sword: 
^  and  I,  even  I  alone,  am  left,  and  they  seek  my  Kfe^ 
^  to  take  it  away,"  1  Rings  xix.  10.   And  he  is  so  fuUy 
persuaded  of  it,  that  he  repeats  it  again,  verse  14;  and 
yet'G^d  tells  him,  that  he  had  there  yet  seven  thousand 
knees  that  had  not  bowed  to  Baal,  seven  thousand  that 
were  not  iddbters ;  though  this  was  in  the  reign  of  Ahab^ 
a  king  zealous  for  idolatry ;  and  in  a  kingdom  set  up  in 
an  id^atrous  worship,  whidi  had  continued  the  national 
reli^on,  established  and  promoted   by  the   contioued 
succession  of  several  idolatrous  princes.    And  though 
the  national  religions  soon  after  the  flood  weie  falw, 
which  you  are  far  enough  from  proving ;  how  does  it 
thence  fellow,   that  the  true  religion  was  near  extir* 
pated  ?  which  it  must  needs  quite  have  been,  before  St. 
Peter^s  time,  if  there  were  so  great  reason  to  fear,  as  you 
tell  us,  that  the  true  religion,  without  the  assistance  of 
force,  '^  Would  in  a  teach  shorter  time,  than  any  one 
'*  that  does  not  well,  consider  the  matter  wonld  ima^^ 
*^  gine,  be  most  effeStuaUy  extirpated  throughout  the 
^  wcnrld.'^    For  above  two  thousand  years  after  Noah's 
time,  St.  Peter  tells  us,  *'  that  in  emery  nation,  he  that 
^  feareth  God,  and  worketh  righteousness,  is  accepted 
^  by  him,"  Acts  x.  35.     By  which  words,  and  by  tht 
occasion  on  which  they  were  spoken,  it  is  manifest,  that 
in  countries  where  for  two  thousand  yean  together  aa 
force  had  been  used  for  the  support  of  Noah*s  trae  re^ 
ligion,  it  was  not  yet  wholly  extirpated*    But  thait  joA 
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iiui3r  not  think  it  was  so  neari  that  there  was  but  on^ 
lefty  only  Cornelius,  if  you  wiU  look  into  Acts  xvii.  4, 
you  will  find  a  great  multitude  of  them  at  Thessalonica,* 
^  And  of  the  devout  Greeks  a  great  multitude  believed, 
^  and  consorted  with  Paul  and  Silas/'  And  again,' 
Terse  17#  more  of  them  in  Athens,  d  city  wholly  giveii 
to  idcdatry.  For  that  those  «rf 6 jjutvoi  which  we  trandate 
devout,  and  whereof  many  are  mentioned  in  the  Acts; 
were  gentiles,  who  worshipped  the  true  6od>  and  kept 
the  precepts  of  Noah,  Mr.  Mede  has  abundantly  proved. 
So  that  whatsoever  you,  ''Who  have  well  considered 
^  the  matter,**  may  imagine  of  the  shortness  of  time^ 
wherein  Noah's  religion  would  be  'V  effectually  extir* 
"  pated  throughout  the  world,''  without  the  assistance 
of  force ;  we  find  it  at  Athens,  at  Philippi,  at  Corinth^ 
amongst  the  Rmnans,  in  Antioch  of  Pisidia,  in  Thessa- 
lonica,  above  two  thousand  years  after,  and  that  not  sof 
near  being  extinguished,  but  that  in  some  of  those  places 
the  profi»ors  of  it  were  numerous ;  at  Tbessalonica  they 
are  called  a  great  multitude :  at  Antioch  many :  ana 
how  many  of  them  were  in  other  parts  of  the  world, 
whereof  there  was  no  occasion  to  make  mention  in  that: 
short  history  of  the  Acts  of  the  Apostles^  who  knows  ? 
If  they  answered,  in  other  places,  to  what  were  found  in 
tliese,  as  what  reason  is  there  to  suppose  they  should  not  ?^ 
I  think  we  may  ima^ne  them  to  be  as  many,  as  there^ 
weve  effi^etualfy  c^  the  true  rdig^  christians  in  Eu<« 
rope,  a  little  before  the  reformation ;  notwitfastan<]6flg' 
the  assistance  the  christian  religion  had  from  authority, 
after  the  withdrawing  of  miracles. 

But  you  have  a  salvo,  for  you  write  warily,  and  en-- 
deavour  to  save  yourself  on  all  hands ;  you  say,  ^  There 
^  is  great  reason  to  fear,  that  without  Grod's  iriCTH AOit-« 
^  BINARY  FROvipEKC£,  it  wooM  in  a  much  shorter 
^  time,  than  any  one,  who  does  not  well  consider  the 
^  matter,  would  imagine,  be  most  effectually  extir- 
^  pated  by  it  throughout  the  world.'*  It  is  without 
doubt  the  providence  of  God  which  governs  the  aftnrs 
both  of  the  world  and  his  church ;  and  to  that,  whethei' 
you  cdl  it  ordinary  or  extraordinary,  yon  may  trusi 
the  preservation  o(  his  chttrch,  wkhofrt  the  nse^  of  sndL 
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meaii8»  as  he  has  no-where  appoipted  or 
You  faocj  force  necessary  to  pi*eserve  the  true  reUgion, 
and  hence  you  conclude  the  magistrate  authorized,  witb« 
out  any  fkrther  commission  from  Gk)d,  to  use  it^  **  if 
^*  there  be  no  other  means  left: ''  and  therefore  that 
must  be  used  :  if  religion  should  be  preserved  without 
it,  it  is  by  the  extraordinary  providence  of  God;  where 
extraordinary  signifies  nothing,  but  beg^Mnng  the  thing 
in  question.  The  true  religion  has  been  preserved  many 
ages,  in  the  church,  without  force.  Ay,  say  you,  that 
was  by  the  "  extra<H*dinary  providence  of  God.**  His 
providence,  which  over-rules  all  events,  we  easily  grant 
it :  but  why  extraordinary  providence  ?  because  force 
was  necessary  to  preserve  it.  And.  why  was  force  neces- 
sary ?  because  otherwise,  without  '^  extraordinary  pro- 
**  vidence,**  it  cannot  be  preserved.  In  such  circles^ 
covered  under  good  words,  but  misapplied,  one  might 
show  you  taking  many  a  turn  in  your  answer,  if  it  were 
fit  to  waste  other  time  to  trace  your  wanderings.  Grod 
has  appointed  preaching,  teaching,  persuasion,  instruc- 
tion, as  a  means  to  continue  and  propagate  his  true  re- 
ligion in  the  world ;  and  if  it  were  any-where  preserved 
and  propagated  without  that,  we  might  call  it  his  **  ey> 
**  traordinary  providence ; "  but  the  means  he  has  ap* 
pointed  being  used,  we  may  conclude,  that  men  have 
done  their  duties,  and  so  may  leave  it  to  his  providence, 
however  we  will  call  it,  to  preserve  the  little  flock,  which 
he  bids  not  to  fear,  till  the  end  of  the  world. 

But  let  us  return  again  to  what  you  say,  to  make  good 
this  hypothesis  of  yours.  That  idolatry  entered  fii^t  into 
the  world  by  the  contrivance,  and  spread  itself  by  the 
endeavours  of  private  men,  without  the  assistance  of  the 
magistrates,  and  those  in  power.  To  prove  thisj  you 
tell  U9>  "  that  it  found  entrance  into  the  world,  and 
**  entertainment  in  it,  when  it  could  have  no  such  aid 
'/  or  assistance.''  When  was  this,  I  beseech  you,  that 
idolatry  found  this  entrance  into  the  world  ?  ^  Under 
what  king's  reign  was  it^  that ,  you  are  so  positive  it 
could  have  no  such  aid  or  assistance  ?  If  you  had  named 
the  time,  the  thing,  though  of  no  great  moment  to 
you,  had  been  sure.    But  now  we  may  very  justly  ^es- 
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tion  this  bare  asaertum  of  yours.  For  skice  we  find»  as 
fiir  back  as  we  have  any  history  oF  it,  that  the  great 
men  of  the  world  were  always  forward  to  set  up  and  pro^ 
mote  idolatry  and  false  religions ;  you  ought  to  have 
given  us  some  reason  why,  without  authority  from  his- 
tory, you  affirm  that  idolatry,  at  its  entrance  into  the 
world,  had  not  the  assistance  from  men  in  power,  which 
it  never  failed  of  afterwards.  Who  they  were  that  made 
Israel  to  sin,  the  scripture  tells  us.  Their  kings  were 
so  zealous  promoters  of  idolatry,  that  there  is  scarce 
any  one  of  them,  that  has  not  that  brand  left  upon  him 
in  holy  writ. 

!  One  of  the  first  false  religions,  whose  rise  and  way  of 
propagating  we  have  an  account  of  in  sacred  history, 
was  by  an  ambitious  usurper,  who,  having  rebelled 
against  his  master,  with  a  false  title  set  up  a  false  reli- 
gion, to  secure  his  power  and  dominion.  Why  this 
might  not  have  been  done  before  Jeroboam's  days,  and 
idols  set  up  at  other  places,  as  well  as  at  Dan  and  Bethel, 
t6  serve  political  ends,  will  need  some  other  proof,  than 
barely  saying,  it  could  not  be  so  at  first.  The  devil, 
unless  much  more  ignorant,  was  net  less  busy  in  those 
days  to  engage  princes  in  his  favour ;  and  to  weave  re- 
ligion into  affairs  of  state ;  the  better  to  introduce  his 
worship,  and  supi)ort  idolatry,  by  aocommodating  it  to 
the  ambition,  vanity,  or  superstition,  of  men  in  power : 
and  therefore  you  may  as  well  say,  that  the  corruption 
of  human  nature,  as  that  the  assistance  of  the  powers  in 
being,  did  not,  in  those  days,  help  forward  false  reli- 
gions ;  because  your  reading  has  furnished  you  with  no 
particular  mention  of  it  out  of  history.  But  you  need 
but  say,  that  the  **  worship  of  false  gods  prevailed  with- 
oii't  any  aid  from  force,  or  the  assbtance  of  the  powers 
in  being,  for  any  thing  we  find  in  the  history  of  those 
times,''  and  then  you  have  sufficiently  shown,  what  ? 
even  that  you  have  just  nothing  to  show  for  your  asser- 
tion. 

But  whatever  that  any  thing  is,  whidi  you  find  in 
hbtory,  you.  may  meet  with  men,  whose  reading  yiet  I 
will  not  compare  with  yours,  who  think  they  have  found 
in  hbtory,  that  princes  and  those  in  power,  first  cor- 
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rapted  the  true  religion^  hy  setting  up  the  imagte  «rd 
syHibols  of  their  predecessdrs  in  their  temples^  whkh 
hy  their  influence,  and  the  rendy  obedienoe  of  the  priests 
thejr  appointed^  were  in  suooeasion  of  time  propcMied  to 
the  people  as  objects  of  their  worsiiip*  Thus  they  think 
they  find  in  history  that  Isis^  queen  of  Egypt,  with  bet 
eounseUw  Thoth,  kstituted  the  funeml  rites  of  king 
Osirisi  by  the  honour  done  to  the  sacred  ox.  They 
think  they  find  also  in  history,  that  the  same  Thoth,  who 
was  also  king  of  Egypt  in  his  turn,  invented  die  figum 
of  the  first  Egyptian  gods,  Saturn ,  Dagon^  Jupiter 
Hammon,  and  the  rest:  that  is,  the  figures  of  their 
statues  or  idcrfs :  arid  that  he  instituted  the  worship  and 
sacrifioel  of  these  gods;  and  his  institutions  were  so 
well  assisted  by  those  in  authority,  and  observed  by  the 
priests  they  set  up,  that  the  worship  of  those  gods  soon 
became  the  religion  of  that,  and  a  pattern  to  other  na^ 
tions.  And  here  We  nuy  perhaps,  witii  good  reason, 
place  the  rise  and  wiginal  of  idoktty  after  the  flood, 
there  being  nothing  of  this  kind  more  ancient  So  ready 
Was  the  ambition,  vanity,  or  superstition  of  princes,  to 
introduce  their  predecessors  into  the  divine  wmrdiip  of 
the  people ;  to  secure  to  themselves  the  greater  vene* 
ration  from  their  subjects,  as  descended  from  the  gods ; 
or  to  erect  such  a  worship,  and  soch  a  priesthood,  as 
imgkt  awe  the  Uinded  and  seduced  people  into  that  obe* 
difiocethey  desired^  Thus  Ham,  hy  the  authority  of  his 
successors,  the  rulers  of  Egypt^  is  first  brought  for  the 
honour  of  his  name  and  memory  into  their  temples ;  and 
never  left,  till  he  is  erected  into  a  god,  and  made  Jupiter 
Hammon,  &tc.  which  fashion  took  afterwards  with  the 
princes  of  other  countries. 

Was  not  the  great  god  of  the  eastern  nations,  Baal, 
or  Jupiter  Belus,  one  of  the  first  kings  of  Assyria  ?  And 
which,  I  pray,  is  the  more  likely,  that  cdurts,  by  theit 
instruments  the  priests,  should  thus  advance  the  honour 
of  kings  amongst  the  people  for  the  ends  of  ambitioil 
and  power;  or  the  people  imd  out  these  refined  ways 
^(  doing  it,  and  introduce  them  into  courts  for  the  en^ 
slaving  thdmselves?  What  idolatry  does  your  histov?  teH 
you.  «l  among  the  Greeks  befoire  Phorsneus.  fliiw  Dth 
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nam  kikigy  of  the  Arglves,  ttid  Oecrops  lyid  Theseus 
kings  of  Attica^  and  Cadmus  king  of  Thebes,  intro- 
diMied  it  ?  An  art  of  rule  it  is  pro&ble  they  borrowed 
ftom  the  Egyptians.  So  that  if  you  bad  not  vouohed* 
the  silence  of  hiMory,  withont  consulting  it^  you  would 
possibly  have  found,  that  in  tJie  first  ages  princes,  by 
their  influence  and  aid ;  by  the  help  and  artifice  of  the 
priests  they  employed ;  their  fables  of  their  gods,  their 
mysteries  and  oracles,  and  all  the  assistance  they  could* 
give  it  by  their  authority ;  did  so  much  against  the  truth 
befol^e  direct  force  was  grown  into  feshion,  and  appeared 
openly ;  that  there  would  be  little  reason  of  putting  the 
guard  and  propagation  of  the  true  reli^on  into  their 
hands  now,  and  arming  them  with  force  to  promote  it. 

That  this  was  the  original  of  idolatry  in  the  world, 
and  that  it  was  borrowed  by  other  magistrates  from  the 
Egyptians,  is  farther  evident,  in  that  thb  worship  was 
settled  in  Egypt,  and  grown  the  national  religion  there, 
beibre  the  gods  of  Greece  and  several  other  idolatrous 
countries  were  bom.  For  though  they  took  their  pal- 
tern,  of  deifying  their  deceased  princes  from  the  Egyp- 
tians, and  kept,  as  near  as  they  couk),  to  the  number 
and  genealogies  of  the  Egyptian  gods ;  yet  they  took 
the  names  still  of  some  great  men  of  their  own,  which 
they  accommodated  to  the  mythology  of  the  Egyptians.' 
Thus,  by  the  assistance  of  the  powers  in  being,  idolatry 
entered  into  the  world  after  the  flood*  Whereof,  if  there 
were  not  so  clear  fbotsteps  in  history,  why  yet  should 
you  not  imagine  princes  and  magistrates,  engaged  in 
fiike  religions,  as  i^eady  to  employ  their  power  for  the 
maintaining  and  promoting  their  false  religions  in  those 
days,  as  we  find  them  now  ?  And  therefore  what  you 
say  in  the  next  words,  of  the  entrance  of  idolatry  into 
the  world,  and  the  entertainment  it  found  in  it,  will  not 
pass  for  so  very  evident,  without  proof;  though  you  tell 
us  ever  so  confidently,  that  you  **  suppose,  besides  the 
^  corruption  of  human  nature,  there  can  no  other  cause 
'*  be  assigned  of  it,  or  none  more  probable  than  this, 
**  that  the  powers  then  in  being  did  not  what  they  might 
**  and  ought  to  have  done,''  i.  e.  if  you  mean  it  to  your 
purpose^  use^  ftfce  your  way,  to  tnake  men  *eof!sider; 


478  A  Third  Letter  fi^r  Tolefatipn., 

or  to,  '*  impose  creeds  and  ways  of  worship,  towards 
*^  the  preventing  that  horrible  apostasy/' 

I  grant  that  the  entrance  and  growth  of  idolatry 
might  be  owing  to  the  negligence  of  the  powers  in 
being,  in  that  they  did  not  do  what  they  might  and 
ought  to  have  done,  in  using  their  authority  to  suppress 
the  enormities  of  men's  manners,  and  correct  the  irre- 
gularity of  their  lives.  But  this  was  not  all  the  assist- 
ance they  gave  to  that  horrible  apostasy  :  they  were,  as 
far  as  history  gives  us  any  light,  the  promoters  of  it, 
and  leaders  in  it ;  and  did  what  they  ought  not  to  have 
done,  by  setting  up  false  religions,  and  using  their  au- 
thority to  establish  them,  to  serve  their  corrupt  and  am- 
bitious designs. 

National  religions,  established  by  authority,  and  en- 
forced by  the  powers  in  being,  we  hear  of  every-where, 
as  fkr  back  as  we  have  any  account  of  the  rise  and 
growth  of  the  religions  of  the  world.  Show  me  any 
place,  within  those  few  generations,  wherein  you  say  the 
apostasy  prevailed  after  the  floods  where  the  magistrates 
being  of  the  true  religion,  the  subjects  by  the  liberty  of 
a  toleration  were  led  into  false  regions ;  and  tlien  you 
will  produce  something  against  liberty  of  conscience. 
But  to  talk  of  that  great  apostasy,  as  wholly  owing  to 
toleration,  when  you  cannot  produce  one  instance  of  to- 
leration then  in  the  world,  is  to  say  what  you  pleasew 

That  the  majority  of  mankind  were  then,  and  always 
have  been,  by  the  corruption  and  pravity  of  human  na- 
ture, led  away,  and  kept  from  embracing  the  true  reli- 
gion, is  past  doubt.  But  whether  this  be  owing  to  to- 
leration in  matters  of  religion,  is  the  question.  David 
describes  an  horrible  corruption  and  apostasy  in  his 
time,  so  as  to  say,  **  There  is  none  that  doeth  good^  no 
^^  not  one,"  Psal.  xiv.  and  yet  I  do  not  think  you  will 
say  a  toleration  then  in  that  kingdom  was  the  cause  of 
it  If  the  greatest  part  cannot  be  ill  without  a  tolera- 
tion, I  am  afraid  you  must  be  fain  to  find  out  a  tolera- 
tion in  every  country,  and  in  all  ages .  of  the  world. 
For  I  think  it  is  true,  of  all  times  and  places,  that  the 
broad  way  that  leadeth  to  destruction,  has  had  most 
travellers.    I  would  be  glad  to  know  wh^f^  it  was  that 
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force  your  way  applied,  i/e.  with  puntshmeiits  oiily 
upon  noDConformists ;  ever  prevailed  to  bring*  the 
greater  number  into  the  narrow  way,  that  leads  into 
life;  which  our  Saviour  tells  us,  there  are  few  that 
find. 

The  corruption  of  human  nature,  you  say,  opposes 
the  true  religion.  I  grant  it  you.  There  was  also,  say 
you,  an  horrible  apostasy  after  the  flood ;  let  this  also 
be  granted  you:  and  yet  from  hence  it  will  not  follow, 
•that  the  true  religion  cannot  subsist  and  prevail  in  the 
world  without  the  assistance  of  force,  your  way  applied ; 
till  you  have  shown,  that  the  false  religions,  which  were 
the  inventions  of  men,  grew  up  under  toleration,  and 
not'  by  the  encouragement  and  assbtance  of  the  powers 
in  being. 

How  near  soever  therefore  the  true  religion  was  to  be 
extinguished  within  a  few  generations  after  the  flood ; 
(which  whether  .more  in  danger  then,  than  in  most 
ages  since,  is  more  than  you  can  show :)  this  will  be 
stiU  the  question,  whether  the  liberty  of  toleration,  or 
the  authority  of  the  powers  in  being,  contributed  most 
to '  it  ?  And  whether  there  can  be  no  other,  nor  more 
probable  cause  assigned,  than  the  want  of  force  your 
way  applied,  I  shall  leave  the  reader  to  judge.  This  I 
am*  sure,  whatever  causes  any  one  else  shall  assign,  are 
as  well  proved  as  yours,  if  they  ofier  them  only  as  their 
conjectures. 

Not  but  that  I  think  men  could  run  into  false  and 
foolish  ways  of  worship  without  the  instigation  or  assist- 
ance of  human  authority ;  but  the  powers  of  the  world, 
as  far  as  we  have  any  history,  having  been  always  for- 
ward enough  (true  religion  as  little  serving  princes  as 
private  men's  lusts)  to  take  up  wrong  religions,  and  as 
forward  to  employ  their  authority  to  impose  ^e  reli- 
gion, good  or  bad^  which  they  had  once  taken  up ;  I 
can  see  no  reason  why  the  not  using  of  force,  by  the 
princes  of  the  world,  should  be  assigned  as  the  sole,  or 
so  miich  as  the  roost  probable  cause  of  propagating  the 
false  religions  of  the  world,  or  extirpating  the  true ;  or 
how  you  can  so  positively  say,  idolatry  prevail^  with- 
4>ut  907  assistance  finom  the  ppwers  in  being, 
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Since  therefore  history  kads  us  to  the  magistniteflfas 
the  authors  and  promoters  of  idolatry  in  the  world;  to 
which  we  may  suppose  their  not  suppressing  of  vioe^ 
Joined  as  another  cause  of  the  spreading  of  fiilse  reli*- 
gions ;  you  were  best  consider^  whether  you  can  stiU 
suppose  there  can  no  other  cause  be  assigned  of  the  pre* 
vailing  of  the  worship  of  false  gods,  but  the  magistrate's 
not  interposing  his  authority  in  matters  of  rdigion. 
for  that  that  cannot  with  any  probability  at  all  be  as- 
signed as  any  cause,  I  shall  give  you  this  farther  reasoti. 
You  impute  the  prevailing  of  false  religions  to  '^  the 
^^  corruption  and  pravity  of  human  nature,  left  to  itself, 
*<  unbridled  by  authority/'  Now  if  fdroe  your  way 
applied;  does  not  at  all  bridle  the  corruption  and  pra- 
vity of  human  nature ;  the  magistrate's  not  so  interpos- 
ing his  authority,  cannot  be  assigned  as  any  cause  at  all 
of  that  apostasy.  So  that  let  that  apostasy  have  what 
rise,  and  spread  as  far  as  you  please,  it  will  not  make 
one  jot  for  force,  your  way  applied ;  or  show  that  that 
can  receive  any  assistance  your  way  from  authority*  For 
your  use  of  authority  and  foree,  being  only  to  bring  mea 
to  an  outward  conformity  to  the  national  religion,  it 
leaves  the  corruption  and  pravity  of  human  nature  as 
unbridled  as  before,  as  I  have  shown  elsewhere* 

You  tell  us,  *^  that  it  is  not  true,  that  the  true  reli- 
^^  gion  will  prevail  by  its  own  light  and  strength,  witlih 
*^  out  miracles,  or  the  assistance  of  the  powers  in  being, 
>^  because  of  the  corruption  of  human  nature."  And 
for  this  yon  give  us  an  instance  in  the  apostasy  presently 
after  the  flood.  And  you  tell  us,  that  without  the  assist- 
ance of  force  it  would  presently  be  extirpated  out  ol  the 
worid.  If  the  corruption  of  human  nature  be  so  universal, 
and  so  strong,  that,  without  the  help  of  force  the  true  re^ 
ligion  is  too  weak  to  stand  it,  and  cannot  at  all  prevail, 
without  mirades  or  force ;  how  come  men  ever  to  be 
converted,  in  countries  wheie  the  national  i^Ugion  is 
false  ?  If  you  say  by  extraordinary  providence ;  what 
that  amounts  %o  has  been  shown.  If  you  say  this  cor- 
ruption is  so  potenit  in  all  men,  as  to  oppose  and  prevail 
ageinst  the  gospel,  not  assisted  by  force  or  mirades ;  that 
is  not  true.    If  ii|  most  men ;  so  it  is  stiU,  even  wb^re 
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fygc^  if  wed.  For  I  desire  you  to  tiaiM  me  ft  eomitrjr^ 
where  the  greatest  part  are  realljr  and  truly  christians^ 
sock  as  you  oonfidentiy  believe  Christ,  at  the  last  day, 
%9ill  own  to  be  so.  In  England  having,  as  yon  do,  m» 
dtfdcd  aU  the  dissenters ;  (or  else  why  would  you  havn 
tiiem  punished,  to  bring  them  to  embrace  the  true  reli- 
gion ?)  you  musty  I  fear,  allow  yourself  a  great  latitude 
in  thinking,  if  you  think  that  the  corruption  of  human 
nature  does  not  so  far  prevail,  even  amongst  eon&rm* 
ists,  as  to  make  the  ignorance,  and  lives,  of  great  num* 
bers  amongst  them,  such  as  suits  not  at  nil  with  the 
qnrit  of  true  Christianity.  How  great  their  ignorance 
may  be,  in  the  more  spiritual  and  elevated  parts  of  the 
christian  religion,  may  be  guessed,  by  what  the  reverend 
bishop,  before  cited,  says  of  it,  in  reference  to  a  rite  of 
the  church,  the  most  easy  and  obvious  to  be  instructed 
in,  and  understood.  His  words  are,  *'  In*  the  common 
**  management  of  that  holy  rite  [confirmation]  it  is 
<*  but  too  visible,  that  of  those  multitudes  that  crowd 
^  to  it,  the  far  greater  part  come  merely  as  if  they 
**  were  to  receive  the  bishop's  blessing  without  any 
^  sense  of  the  vow  made  by  them,  and  of  their  renewing 
^  their  baptismal  engagements  in  it/'  Past*  Care,  p. 
189.  And  if  Origen  were  now  alive,  might  he  not  find 
many  in  our  church,  to  whom  these  words  of  hb  might 
be  applied,  **  Whose  faith  signifies  only  thus  much,  and 
^  goes  no  farther  than  this,  viz*  that  they  come  duly  to 
^  the  church,  and  bow  their  heads  to  the  priest,**  kc,  9 
Horn,  in  Jos.  IX.  For  it  seems  it  was  then  the  fashion  to 
bow  to  the  priest  as  it  is  now  to  the  altar.  If  therefore 
yott  say  force  is  necessary,  because  without  it  no  men  will 
so  consider  as  to  embrace  the  true  rdigion,  for  the  salva- 
tion of  their  souls ;  that  I  think  is  nmnifestly  false.  If 
you  say  it  Is  necessary  to  use  such  means  as  wUl  make  the 
greatest  part  so  embrace  it ;  you  must  use  soma  other 
means  tlmn  force,  your  way  appUed ;  for  that  does  not 
so  far  woriL  on  the  majority.  If  you  say  it  is  necessary, 
beosasa  possibly  it  may  work  on  some,  which  bare 
preaching  and  persuasion  will  not;  I  answer,  if  possibly 
your  moderate  punishments  may  work  on  some,  and 
therefore  they  are  necessary ;  it  is  as  possible,  that  greater 
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punishments  may  work  on  others,  and  therefcm  they  are 
necessary,  and  so  on  to  the  utmost  severities. 

That  the  corruption  of  human  nature  is  every-where 
spread,  and  that  it  works  powerfully  in  the  children  of 
disobedience,  **  who  receive  not  the  love  of  the  truth, 
'*  but  have  pleasure  in  unrighteousness  ;**.  and  therefore 
God  gives  them  up  to  believe  a  lye;  nobody,  I  think, 
will  deny.  But  that  this  corruption  of  human  nature 
works  equally  in  all  men,  or  in  all  ages ;  and  so,  that 
God  will,  or  ever  did,  give  up  all  men,  not  restrained 
by  force,  ygur  way  modified  and  applied,  to  believe  a 
lye,  (as  all  false  religions  are,)  that  I  yet  see  no  reason 
to  grant.  Nor  will  this  instance  of  Noah's  religion,  you 
so  much  rely  on,  ever  persuade,  till  you  have  proved, 
that  from  those  eight  men  which  brought  the  true  reli* 
gion  with  them  into  the  new  world,  there  were  not  eight 
thousand,  or  eighty  thousand,  which  retained  it  in  the 
world  in  the  worst  times  of  the  apostasy.  And  secondly, 
till  you  have  proved  that  the  false  religions  of  the  world 
prevailed,  without  any  aid  from  force,  or  the  assistance 
of  the  powers  in  being.  And,  thirdly^  that  the  decay  of 
the  true  religion  was  for  want  of  force,  your  moderate 
force ;  neither  of  which  you  have  at  aU  proved,  as  I 
think  it  manifest. 

One  consideration  more  touching  Noah,  and  his  re- 
ligiop,  give  me  Iqave  to  suggest,  and  that  is,  if  force 
were  so  necessary  for  the  support  of  true  religion,  as  you 
make  it;  it  is  strange,  God,  who  gave  him  precepts 
about  other  things  should  never  reveal  this  to  him, 
nor  any-body  else,  that  I  know.  To  this  you,  who  have 
confessed  the  **  Scripture  not  to  have  given  the  magi- 
**  strate  this  commission,*'  must  say^  that  it  is  plmn 
enough  in  the  commission  that  he  has  from  the  law  of 
nature,  and  so  needed  not  any  revelation,  to  instruct 
the  magistrate  in  the  right  he  has  to  use  force.  I  con* 
fess  the  magistrates  have  used  force  in  matters  of  reli- 
gion, and  have  been  as  confidently  and  constantly  put 
upon  it  by  their  priests,  as  if  they  had  as  clear  a  com- 
mission from  heaven,  as  St.  Peter  had  to  preach  the  gos- 
pel to  the  gentiles.  But  yet  it  is  plain,  notwithstanding 
that  commission  from  the  law  of  nature,  there  needs 
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some  ifarther  instruction  from  revelirtion ;  since  it  does' 
not  appear,  that  they  have  found  out  the  right  use  of 
force,  such  as  the  true  reh'gion  requires  for  its  preserva*' 
tion ;  and  though  you  have,  after  several  thousands  of 
years,  at  last  discovered  it;  yet  it  is  very  imperfectly;* 
you  not  being  able  to  tell,  if  a  law  were  now  to  be  made 
against  those  who  have  not  considered  as  they  ought, 
what  are  those  moderate  penalties  which  are  to  be  em- 
ployed against  them ;  though  yet  without  that  all  the 
rest  signifies  nothing.  But  however  doubtful  you  are 
in  this^  I  am  glad  to  find  you  so  direct,  in  putting 
men's  rejecting  the  true  religion,  upon  the  diflSculty 
they  have  to  "  mortify  their  lusts,  which  the  true  reli«' 
**  gion  requires  of  them,**  and  I  desire  you  to  remem- 
ber it  in  other  places,  where  I  have  occasion  to  mind  you 
of  it. 

To  conclude.  That  we  may  see  the  great  advantage 
your  cause  will  receive  from  that  instance,  you  so  much 
rely  on,  of  the  apostasy  after  the  flood,  I  shall  oppose 
another  to  it.  You  say,  that  **  idolatry  prevailed  in  the 
'*  world  in  a  few  generations,  almost  to  the  utter  exclu- 
sion of  the  true  religion,  without  any  aid  from  force, 
or  assistance  of  the  powers  in  being,  by  reason  of  to- 
**  leration.**  And  therefore  you  think  there  is  great 
reason  to  fear,  that  **  the  true  religion  would  by  tolera- 
**  tion,  quickly  be  most  effectually  extirpated  through- 
**  out  the  world  :*'  And  I  say,  that  after  Christianity  was 
received  for  the  religion  of  the  empire,  and  whilst  poli- 
tical laws,  and  force,  interposed  in  it,  an  horrible  apo- 
stasy prevailed  to  almost  the  utter  exclusion  of  true  re- 
ligion, and  a  general  introducing  of  idolatry.  And 
therefore  I  think  there  b  great  reason  to  fear  more  harm 
than  good,  from  the  use  of  force  in  religion. 

TUs  I  think  as  good  an  argument  against,  as  yours 
for  force,  and  something  better ;  since  what  you  build 
on  is  only  presumed  by  you,  not  proved  from  history : 
whereas  the  matter  of  fact  here  is  well  known ;  nor  will 
you  deny  it,  when  you  consider  the  state  of  religion  in 
Christendom  under  the  assistance  of  that  force,  which 
you  tell  us  succeeded  and  supplied  the  place  of  with- 
drawn mirades,  w^ich  in  your  opinion  are  so  necessary 
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in  the  Hbemce  of  force,  that  jrou  make  that  th»  reawn 
of  their  Gontinuance ;  and  tell  us  they  **  were  continued 
^  tiU  force  could  be  had ;  not  so  much  for  evincing^  the 
^  truth  of  the  christian  religion,  as  to  supply  the  want 
'<  of  the  magistrate's  assistance.**  So  that  wheoeyar 
force  foiled,  there  according  to  your  hypothesis,  are 
mirades  to  supply  its  want ;  for,  without  one  of  themy 
the  true  religion,  if  we  may  believe  you,  will  soon  be 
utterly  extirpated ;  and  what  force,  in  the  absence  •  of 
miracles,  produced  in  Christendom  several  ages  before 
the  reformation,  is  so  well  known ,  that  it  will  be  hard 
to  find  what  service  your  way  of  arguing  will  do  any 
but  the  Romish  religion. 

But  to  take  your  aigument  in  its  full  latitude,  you 
snyi  but  you  say  it  without  book,  that  there  was  once  a 
toleration  in  the  world  to  the  almost  utter  extirpation 
of  the  true  religion ;  and  I  say  to  you,  that  as  for  as  re- 
cords authorize  either  opinion,  we  may  say  force  has 
been  always  used  in  matters  of  religion,  to  the  great  pre^ 
judice  of  the  true  religion,  and  the  professors  of  it. 
And  there  not  being  an  age  wherein  you  can  show  me, 
upon  a  fair  trial  of  an  established  national  toleration, 
that  the  true  religion  was  extirpated,  or  endangered,  so 
much  as  you  pretend  by  it :  (whereas  there  is  no  age, 
whereof  we  have  sufficient  history  to  judge  of  this  mat- 
ter, wherein  it  will  not  be  easy  to  find  that  the  true  re- 
ligion, and  its  followers,  suffered  by  force :)  you  will  in 
vdln  endeavour,  by  instances,  to  prove  the  ill  effects, 
or  usdessness  of  toleration,  sudi  as  the  author  proposed ; 
which'  I  challenge  you  to  show  me  was  ever  set  up  in 
the  WorM,  or  that  the  true  religion  suffered  by  it ;  and 
it  ti.to  the  want  of  it,  and  the  restraints  and  dsfladva»- 
tages  the  true  reSgion  has  laboured  under,  its  to  little 
spnidiag  m  the  worid  will  justly  be  imputed  ^  until, 
fobos  better  experiments,  you  hate  something  to  sqr 
against  it. 

Our  Saviour  has  promised  that  he  will  build  his 
cburdi  an  this  Amdamental  truth,  that  he  is  '^  Christ 
'f  the  son  of  Gkd;  so  that  the  gates  of  heH  diall  w± 
''prevail  agafasstit:"*  and  this  I  faelievei,  though  yoa 
t«IL  «s  the  iriia  religion  ta  Mt  aUe  to  svblist  witlKN^ 
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ttiilitimce  of  foree,  when  miracles  cease.    I  do  not  re^ 
member  that  our  Saviour  any-where  promises  any  other 
assistance  but  that  of  his  Spirit;  or  gires  his  little  flock 
any  encouragement  to  expect  much  countenance  or  help 
from  the  great  men  of  the  world ;  or  the  coercive  power 
of  the  magistrates ;  nor  any^^where  authorizes  them  to  use^ 
it  for  the  support  of  his  church ;  **  not  many  wise  men 
^  after  the  flesh,  not  many  mighty^  not  many  noble,*^ 
1  Cor«  i.  86^  is  the  style  of  the  gospel ;  and  I  believe 
will  be  (bund  to  belong  to  all  ages  of  the  diurch  militant, 
past  and  to  come,  as  well  as  to  the  first :  ibr  God,  as 
St.  Paul  teUs  us,  has  chosen  the  *"  foolish  things  of  the 
^  world  to  confound  the  wise^  and  the  weak  things  of 
^  the  world  to  confound  the  mighty  f  and  this  not 
only  till  miracles  ceased,  but  ever  since.  ^'  To  be  hated 
^  for  Christ's  name  sake,  and  by  much  Cribulation  to 
*^  enter  into  the  kingdom  of  heaven,**  has  been  the 
general  and  constant  lot  of  the  people  of  God,  as  well 
as  it  seems  to  be  the  current  strain  of  the  New  Testament; 
which  promises  nothing  of  secular  power  or  greatness  $ 
says  nothing  of  ^  kings  being  nursing  fathers,  or  queens 
*'  nursing  mothers  :*'  which  prophecy,  whatever  mean^ 
ing  it  have,  it  is  like  our  Saviour  would  not  have  omitted 
to  support  his  church  with  some  hopes  and  assurance  of 
such  assistance,  if  it  were  to  have  any  accompKsliaAent 
before  his  second  coming;  when  Israel  shaH  come  m 
again,  and  with  the  gentiles  make  up  the  fulness  of  has 
glorious  kingdom.    But  the  tenour  of  the  New  Testa- 
ment is,  ^  All  that  will  live  godly  in,  Jesus  Christ,  shall 
^  suffer  persecution,"  2  Tim.  iii.  12/ 

In  your  ''  Argument  considered,'*  you  teU  us,  ^  tiMt 
^  no  man  can  fail  of  finding  the  way  of  salvation  that 
^  Seeks  it  as  he  ought"  In  my  answer,  I  take  nou 
tice  to  you,  that  the  places  of  scripture  yna  dte  to 
prove  it,  point  out  this  way  of  seeking  as  vrt  ought,  to 
be  a  good  life :  as  particularly  that  of  St.  Jobn,  ^  If 
any  one  will  do  his  will,  he  sKiatl  know  of  the  doe- 
trine  whether  it  be  of  God :"  upon  which  I  use  these 
words :  ^  So  that  these  places,  if  they  prove  what  you 
^  cite  th^m  for,  that  no  man  can  fail  ^f  Sm^ng  the 
**  way  of  salvation,  who  seeks  it  4is  ht  'Ought ;  they  fiso 
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also  prove,  that  a  good  life  is  the  only  way  to  s^ek- 
as  we  ought ;  and  that  therefore  the  magistrates,  if 
**  they  would  put  men  upoti  seeking  the  way  of  salva* 
''^  tion  as  they  ought,  should  by  their  laws  and  penalties 
*^  force  them  to  a  good  life ;  a  good  conversation  being 
**  the  surest  and  readiest  way  to  a  right  understanding. 
''  And  that  if  magistrates  will  severely  and  impartially 
"  set  themselves  against  vice,  in  whomsoever  it  is 
**  found,  true  religion  will  be  spread  wider — ^than  ever 
"  hitherto  it  has  been  by  the  imposition  of  creeds  and 
•*  ceremonies.'*  To  this  you  reply,  "  Whether  the  ma^ 
**  gistrates  setting  themselves  severely  and  impartially 
**  against  what  you  suppose  I  call  vice ;  or  the  imposi- 
**  tion  of  sound  creeds  and  decent  ceremonies;  does 
**  more  conduce  to  the  spreading  the  true  religion,  and 
**  rendering  it  fruitful  in  the  lives  of  its  professors,  we 
**  need  not  examine ;  you  confess,  you  think  both  to- 
gt'thei  do  best ;  and  this,  you  think,  is  as  much  as 
needs  be  said  to  that  paragraph.**  If  it  had  been  put 
to  you,  whether  a  good  living,  or  a  good  prebend,  would 
more  conduce  to  the  enlarging  your  fortune,  I  think  it 
would  be  allowed  you  as  no  improper  or  unlikely  an- 
swer, what  you  say  here,  **  I  think  both  together 
'^  would  do  best;**  but  here  the  case  is  otherwise: 
your  thinking  determines  not  the  i)oint:  and  other 
people  of  equal  authority  may,  and  I  wiU  answer  for  it, 
do  think  otherwise :  but  because  I  pretend  to  no  au- 
thority,  I  Will  give  you  a  reason,  why  your  thinking  is 
insufficient.  You  tell  us,  that  *'  force  is  not  a  fit 
**  means,  where  it  is  not  necessary  as  well  as  useful  \" 
and  you  prove  it  to  be  necessary,  because  there  is  no 
other  means  left.  Now  if  the  severity  of  the  magi* 
strate,  against  what  I  call  vice,  will,  as  you  will  not 
deny,  promote  a  good  life,  and  that  be  the  right  way 
to  seek  the  truths  of  religion ;  here  is  another  means 
besides  imposing  of  creeds  and  ceremonies,  to  promote 
the  true  religion  ;  and  therefore  your  argument  for  its 
necessity,  because  of  no  other  means  left,  being  gone, 
you  cannot  say  **  both  together  are  best,**  when  one  of 
them  being  not  necessary,  is  therdbi*e,  by  your  own 
confession,  not  to  be  used* 
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I  having  said.  That  if  such  an  indirect  and  at  a  dis- 
tance usefulness  were  suflScient  to  justify  the  use  of  forces 
the  magistrate  might  make  his  subjects  eunuchs  for  the 
kingdom  of  heaven :  you  reply,  that  you  *'  suppose  I 
**  will  not  say  castration  is  necessary,  because  you  hope 
*^  I  iicknowledge,  that  marriage,  and  that  grace  which 
"  God  denies  to  none,  who  seriously  ask  it,  are  sufB- 
^  cient  for  that  purpose."  And  I  hope  you  acknow- 
ledge, that  preaching,  admonitions,  and  instructions, 
and  that  grace  which  God  denies  to  none,  who  seriously 
ask  it,  are  suflScient  for  salvation;  So  that  by  this  an- 
swer of  y  ours,  there  being  no  more  necessity  of  force  to 
make  men  of  the  true  religion,  than  there  is  of  castra- 
tion to  make  men  chaste ;  it  will  stUl  remain  that  the 
magistrate,  when  he  thinks  fit,  may,  upon  your  prin- 
ciples, as  well  castrate  men  to  make  them  chaste,  as  use 
force  to  make  them  embrace  the  truth  that  must  save 
them. 

If  castration  be  not  necessary,  **  because  marriage  and 
''  the  grace  of  God  are  suflkient,"*.  without  it :  nor  will 
force  be  necessary,  because  preaching  and  the  grace  of 
God  are  suflScient  without  it ;  and  this,  I  think,  by  your 
own  rule,  where  you  tell  us,  "  Where  there  are  many 
^  useful  means,  and  some  of  them  are  suflScient  without 
'*  the  rest,  there  is  no  necessity  of  using  them  all.'*  So 
that  you  must  either  quit  your  necessity  of  force,  or 
take  in  castration  too :  which,  however  it  might  not  go 
down  with  the  untractable  and  desperately  perverse  and 
obstinate  people  in  these  western  countries,  yet  is  a  doc- 
trine, you  may  hope,  may  meet  with  a  better  reception 
in  the  Ottoman  empire,  and  recommend  you  to  some  of 
my  mahometans. 

To  my  saying,  *'  If  what  we  are  apt  to  think  useful, 
^  were  thence  to  be  concluded  so,  we  might  be  in  dan- 
^  ger  to  be  obliged  to  believe  the  pretended  miracles- 
••  of  the  church  of  Rome,  by  your  way  of  reasoning ; 
^*  unless  we  will  say,  that  which  without  impiety  can- 
"  ilot  be  said,  that  the  wise  and  benign  disposer  and 
*'  governor  of  all  things  does  not  use  all  useful  means 
^  for  prpmoting  his  own  honour  in  the  world,  and  the 
^  good  .of  souls,**    This,   I  think,   will  conclude  as 
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mach  fbr  otocles  As  for  force :  you  teplji  **  jou  iUvk 
it  will  not  i  for  ia  the  place  I  intend,  you  speak  not 
of  useful^  but  of  competent,  i.  e.  efficient  meant. 
^  Now  competent  or  sufficient  means  are  necessary; 
^  but  you  think  no  man  will  say  that  all  useful  means 
^  are  so :  and  therefore  though,  as  you  affirm,  it  eanidot 
^  be  said  without  impiety,  that  the  wise  and  benigfl 
^  disposer  and  governor  of  all  things  has  not  furnished 
**  mankind  with  competent  means  for  the  promoting 
^  bis  own  honour  in  the  world,  and  the  good  of  sook ; 
^<  yet  it  is  rery  agreealde  with  piety,  and  with  truth  too, 
^  to  say  that  he  does  not  now  tise  all  useful  means : 
^  because  as  none  of  his  attributes  obliges  him  to  use 
^  more  than  sufficient  means ;  so  he  may  use  sufficieat 
^  means,  without  unng  all  useful  means.  For  where 
^  there  are  many  usefbl  means,  and  some  of  them  are 
^  suffldent  without  the  rest,  there  is  no  necessity  of 
**  them  all.  So  that  from  God's  not  using  miracks 
'*  now,  to  promote  the  true  religion,  I  cannot  conclude 
*'  that  he  does  not  think  them  useful  now,  but  only 
"  that  he  does  not  think  them  necessary.  And  thereibre, 
^  though  what  we  are  apt  to  think  useful,  were  thence 
**  to  be  concluded  so ;  yet  if  whatever  is  useful,  be  not 
<'  likewise  to  be  concluded  necessary,  there  is  no  reason 
^  to  fear  that  we  should  be  obliged  to  believe  the  mira- 
**  cles  pretended  to  by  the  church  of  Rome.  For  if 
**,  miracles  be  not  now  necessary,  there  is  no  infoa« 
**  venience  in  thinking  the  miracles  pretended  to  hf 
*^  the  church  of  Rome  to  be  but  pretended  miracles." 
To  which  I  answer,  Put  it  how  you  will,  for  competent 
means,  or  useful  means,  it  will  conclude  for  miracles 
still  as  much  as  for  force.  Your  words  are  theae,  '*  If 
'*  such  a  degree  of  outward  force,  as  has  been  mention- 
'^  ed,  be  really  c^  great  and  necessary  use  for  the  ad- 
^  vancing  th^  ends,  as  taking  the  world  as  we  find  it, 
^  you  say,  you  think  it  appears  to  be ;  then  it  must  be 
^  acknowledged  there  is  a  right  somewhere  to  use  it  for 
''  the  advancing  those  ends ;  unless  we  wiU  say,  what 
**  without  impiety  cannot  be  said,  that  the  wise  and 
**  benign  disposer  of  afl  things  has  not  furnished  man- 
**  kind  with  conypetent  means  for  the  prsmotiag  ^ 
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^  own  fconour  in  tlie  world,  and  the  good  of  mak/' 
Wbftt,  I  beseech  youj  now  n  the  sum  of  this  ailment, 
but  this,  ^  force  is  of  great  and  necessarjr  use ;  therefore 
**  the  wise  and  benign  disposer  of  all  things,  who  will 
^  not  leave  mankind  unfurnished  (which  it  would  be 
^  impiety  to  saj)  of  competent  means  for  the  pttrntot^ 
^  ing  his  honour  in  the  world,  and  the  good  ik  soulsy 
*f  hiM  given  somewhere  a  right  to  use  it  ?** 

Let  us  itj  it  now,  whether  it  will  not  do  as  wefi  fef 
Biirades.  Miracles  **  are  of  great  and  necessary  use,  ai 
**  great  and  necessarf  at  least  as  force;  therefore  the 
^  wise  and  benign  disposer  of  all  things^  who  will  not 
^  leave  mankind  unfurnished,  which  it  would  be  Im^ 
''  piety  to  say,  of  competent  means  for  the  promoting' 
^  his  honour  in  the  world,  and  the  good  of  souls,*^  has 
given  somewhere  a  power  of  miracles.  I  ask  you^  wheii 
I  in  the  second  letter  used  your  own  words,  applied  td^ 
miracles  instead  of  force,  would  they  not  conclude  theil 
as  well  lor  miracles  as  for  force?  For  you  must  rentem- 
ber  there  was  not  then  in  all  your  scheme  one  word  of 
miracles  to  supply  the  place  of  force.  Force  alone  was 
mentioned,  force  idone  was  necessary,  all  was  laid  on 
ibree«  Nor  was  it  easy  to  divine,  that  miracles  should 
be  taken  in,  to  mend  the  defects  of  your  hypothesis  \ 
which  in  your  answer  to  me  you  now  have  done,  and  I 
easily  allow  it,  without  holding  you  to  any  thing  you 
have  said,  and  shall  always  do  so.  For  seeking  truth, 
and  not  triumph,  as  you  frequently  suggest,  I  ^all  al- 
ways take  your  hypothesis  as  you  please  to  reform  it, 
and  either  embrace  it,  or  show  you  why  I  do  not. 

Let  us  see,  therefore,  whether  this  argument  will  do 
any  better  now  your  scheme  is  mended,  and  you  make 
force  or  miracles  necessary;  If  force  or  mirades  are  of 
*^  great  and  necessaiy  use  for  the  promoting  true  reli* 
'^  gion,  and  the  salvation  of  souls ;  then  it  must  be  ac* 
knowledged,  that  there  is  somewhere  a  right  to  use  the 
one,  or  a  power  to  Ao  the  otheri  for  the  advancing* 
tboee  ends ;  unless  we  will  say,  what  without  impiety 
cannot  be  said,  that  the  wise  and  benign  disposer 
and  governor  of  all  things  has  not  furnished  mankind- 
witk  cwipetent  vtMmi  for  the  promoting  bis  owa. 


4( 


490 '  A  Third  Letter  far  Toleration. 

*<' honour,  and  the  good  of  souls/'  From  whence  it 
will  follow,  if  your  argument  be  good,  that  where  men 
have  not  a  right  to  use  force;  there  still  we  are  to 
expect  miracles^  unless  we  will  say,  &c.  Now  where 
the  magistrates  are  not  of  the  true  religion,  there  by 
this  part  of  your  scheme  there  is  a  right  in  nobody  to 
use  force :  for  if  there  were,  what  need  of  miracles,  as 
you  tell  us  there  was,  in  the  firat  ages  of  Christianity,  to 
supply  that  want  ?  Since  the  magistrates,  who  were  of 
false  religions  then,  were  furnished  with  as  much  right, 
if  that  were  enough,  as  they  are  now.  So  that  where  the 
magistrates  are  of  false  religions,  there  you  must,  upon 
your  principles,  affirm  miracles  are  still  to  supply  the 
want  of  force ;  **  unless  you  will  say,  what  without  im- 
<'  piety  cannot  be  said,  that  the  wise  and  benign  dis* 
«  poser  and  governor  of  all  things  hath  not  furnished 
**  mankind  with  competent  means  for  the  promoting 
^  his  own  honour  in  the  world,  and  the  good  of  souls.** 
Now  how  far  this  will  favour  the  pretences  of  the  churqh 
of  Rome  to  miracles  in  the  East  and  West  Indies,  and 
other  parts  not  under  popish  governments,  you  were 
best  consider.  This  is  evident,  that  in  all  countries 
where  the  true  religion  is  not  received  for  the  religion 
of  the  state,  and  supported  and  encouraged  by  the  laws 
of  it ;  you  must  allow  miracles  to  be  as  necessary  now, 
as  ever  they  were  any-where  in  the  world,  for  the  sup- 
ply of  the  want  of  force,  before  the  magistrates  were 
christians.  And  then  what  advantage  your  doctrine 
gives  to  the  church  of  Rome,  is  very  visible. .  For  they, 
like  you,  supposing  theirs  the  only  true  religion,  are 
supplied  by  you  with  this  argument  for  it,  viz.  *^  That 
*^  the  true  religion  will  not  prevail  by  its  own  light  and 
^  strength,  without  the  assistance  of  miracles  or  autho- 
rity. Which  are  the  competent  means,  which,  with- 
out impiety,  it  cannot  be  said,  that  the  wise  and 
^  benign  disposer  and  governor  of  all  things  has  not 
^  furnished  mankind  with."  From  whence  they  will 
not  think  it  hard  to  draw  this  consequence,  that  there- 
fore the  wise  and  benign  governor  of  all  things  has 
continued  in  their  church  the  power  of  miracles;  (which 
yours  does  not  so  much  as  pretend  to;)  to  supply  the 
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wanf  of  the  magistrate's  assistance,  where  that  cannot 
be  had  to  make  the  true  religion  prevail.  And  if  a 
papist  should  press  you  with  this  argument,  I  would 
gladly  know  what  you  would  reply  to  him. 
.  Though  this  be  enough  to  make  good  what  I  said, 
yet  since  I  seek  truth,  more  than  my  own  justification^ 
let  us  examine  a  little  what  it  is  you  here  say  of  **  com- 
petent means.  Competent  means,  you  say,  are  ne- 
cessary, but  you  think  no  man  will  say,  all  useful 
'^  **  means  are  so."  If  you  think  you  speak  plain,  clear, 
determined  sense,  when  you  used  this  good  English 
word  competent,  I  pity  -  you :  if  you  did  it  with  skill, 
I  send  you  to  my  pagans  and  mahometans.  But  this 
safe  way  of  talking,  though  it  be  not  altogether  so  clear, 
yet  it  so  often  occurs  in  you,  that  it  is  hard  to  judge, 
whether  it  be  art  or  nature.  Now  pray  what  do  yoli 
mean  by  '*  mankind's  being  furnished  with  competent 
'*  means  ?"  If  it  be  such  means  as  many  are  prevailed  on 
by  to  embrace  the  truth  that  must  save  them,  preaching 
is  a  competent  means,  for  by  preaching  alone,  without 
force,  many  are  prevailed  on,  and  become  truly  chris- 
tians ;  and  then  your  force,  by  your  own  confession,  is 
not  necessary.  If  by  competent,  you  understand  such 
means,  by  which  all  men  are  prevailed  on,  or  the  ma- 
jority, to  become  truly  christians,  1  fear  your  force  is 
no  competent  means. 

Which  way  ever  you  put  it,  you  must  acknowledge 
mankind  to  be  destitute  of  competent  means,  or  your 
moderate  force  not  to  be  that  necessary  competent 
means :  since  whatever  right  the  magistrates  may  have 
had  any-where  to  use  it,  wherever  it  has  not  been 
used,  let  the  cause  be  what  it  will  that  kept  this  means 
from  being  used,  there  the  people  have  been  destitute 
of  that  means. 

But  you  will  think  .there  is  little  reason  to  complain 
of  obscurity,  you  having  abundantly  explained  what  you 
mean  by  competent,  in  saying  competent,  i.  e.  suflBcient 
means.  So  that  we  have  nothing  to  do  but  to  find  out 
what  you  mean  by  sufficient :  and  the  meaning  of  that 
wordy  in  your  use  of  it,  you  happily  give  us  in  these 
IbUowingy    <*  What  does  toy  fnan  mean  by  suflfeient 
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<<  eridenofe,  but  such  as  will  cerUdnly  win  amtnt  whaes 
^  evtt  it  is  duly  oonsidered/*  Apply  this  to  7011^ 
tneuis,  and  then  tell  me^  whether  your  force  be  sodi 
competent,  i.  e.  sufficient  means,  that  it  certainly  ptih 
dttoad  embracing  the  truth,  whererer  it  was  duly^  L  e. 
your  way  appli^ ;  if  it  did  not,  it  is  plain  it  is  not  your 
competent  sufficient  means,  and  so  the  world,  without 
any  such  imputation  to  the  dirine  wisdom  and  benignity, 
might  be  without  it.  If  you  will  say  it  was  sufikient, 
and  did  prbduce  that  end  whererer  it  was  applied^  I 
desire  you  then  to  teU  me  whether  mankind  hath  been 
always  furnished  with  competent  means*  You  hare  it 
now  in  your  choice,  either  to  talk  impiously,  or  renounce 
forcei  and  disown  it  to  be  competent  means ;  one  of  the 
two  I  do  not  see  how^  by  your  own  ai^ment^  you  can 
srroid* 

But  to  lay  by  your  competent  and  sufficient  means^ 
and  to  ease  you  of  the  uncertainty  and  difficulty  yod  will 
be  in  to  determine  what  is  so,  in  respect  of  mankind ;  I 
Suppose  it  will  be  little  less  *^  impious  to  say,  that  the 
^*  wise  and  benign  disposer  and  governor  hath  not  for*' 
^  nished  mankind  with  necessary  means,  as  to  say  he 
^  hath  not  furnished  them  with  competent  means.'* 
NoW|  sir,  if  your  moderate  penalties,  and  nothing  else, 
be^  since  the  withdrawing  of  miracles,  this  necessary 
means,  what  will  be  left  you  to  say,  by  your  argument, 
of  the  wisdom  and  benignity  of  God  in  all  those  coun- 
tries, where  moderate  penalties  are  not  made  use  of? 
where  men  are  not  furnished  with  this  means  to  bring 
thenH  to  the  true  religion  ?  For  unless  you  can  say,  that 
your  moderate  penalties  have  been  constantly  made  use 
of  in  the  world  for  the  support  and  encouragement  of 
the  true  religion,  and  to  bring  men  to  it,  erer  since  the 
withdrawing  of  miracles ;  you  must  confess  that  not 
only  some  countries  (which  yet  were  enough  against 
you,)  but  mankind  in  general,  hare  been  unfiiniuihed 
of  the  ^  necessary  means  for  the  promoting  the  honour 
^  of  God  in  the  worid,  and  the  salvation  of  men's 
^  souls.'"  This  argument  out  of  your  «wn  month, 
were  there  no  other,  is  sufficient  to  show  -the  weakness 
and  imreascnableiiesa  of  your  scheme ;  and  I  bope  the 
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duf  ooDtideration  of  it  wiH  make  jou  cautiow  another 
tima,  how  you  intitle  the  wisdom  and  benignity  of  (Sod 
to  the  support  of  what  you  once  fhncy  to  be  of  great 
and  necessary  use. 

I  having  thereupon  said,  <'  Let  us  not  therefonf 
**  be  more  wise  than  our  Maker  in  that  stupendous 
*^  and  supernatural  work  of  our  salvation.  The  scrip* 
<•  ture,**&c. 

You  reply,  *^  Though  the  work  of  our  salvation  be». 
**  as  I  justly  call  it,  stupendous  and  supernatural ;  yet 
**  you  suppose  no  sober  man  doubts,  but  it  both  ad* 
^  mits  and.  ordinarily  requires  the  use  of  natural  and 
^  human  means,  in  subordination  to  that  grace  which 
^  works  if 

If  you  had  taken  notice  of  these  immediately  follow* 
ing  words  of  mine,  *'  The  scripture  that  reveals  it  to 
'*  us,  contains  all  that  we  can  know  or  do,  in  order  to 
**  it ;  and  where  that  is  silent,  it  is  presumption  in  us 
^  to  direct;"  you  would  not  have  thought  what  you 
here  say  a  sufficient  answer :  for  though  God  does  make 
use  of  natural  and  human  means  in  subordination  to 
grace,  yet  it  is  not  for  man  to  make  use  of  any  means, 
in  subordination  to  his  grace,  which  God  has  not  ap-' 
out  of  a  conceit  it  may  do  some  service  in* 
and  at  a  distance. 

The  whole  covenant  and  work  of  g^ace  is  the  con* 
trivanoe  of  God's  infinite  wisdom.  What  it  is,  and  by 
what  means  he  will  dispense  his  gracci  is  known  to  us  by 
revelation  only ;  which  is  so  little  suited  to  human  wi*« 
dom,  that  the  apostle  calls  it  ^  the  foolishness  of  preach- 
^  ing.**  In  the  scripture  is  contained  all  that  revdation^ 
and  all  things  necessary  for  that  work,  all  the  means  of 
grace :  there  God  has  declared  all  that  he  would  have 
done  for  the  salvation  of  souls ;  and  if  he  had  thought 
force  necessary  to  be  joined  with  the  fiooUshness  of  preach* 
ing,  no  doubt  but  he  would  have  somewhere  or  other 
have  revealed  it,  and  not  left  it  to  the  wisdom  of  man ; 
which,  how  disproportioned  and  opposite  it  is  to  the 
ways  and  wisdom  of  God  in  the  goq>el,  and  how  unM 
to  be  trusted  in  the  biisiness  of  salvation,  you  may  see, 
1  Cor*  it  from  v«rw  17  0  the  and. 
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'<  The  work  of  grace  admits. and  ordinarily  requires 
"  the  use  of  natural  and  human  means."  I  dei^jr  it 
not:  let  us  now  hear  your  inference:  '^  Therefore  till 
**  I  have  shown  that  no  penal  laws,  that  can  be  made, 

can  do  any  service  towards  the  salvation  of  men's 

souls  in  subordination  to  God's  grace,  or  that  God 
**  has  forbidden  the  magistrate**  to  use  force^  for  so  you 
ought  to  put  it,  but  you  rather  choose,  according  to 
your  ordinary  way,  to  use  general  and  doubtful  woitls ; 
and  therefore  you  say,  ^*  to  serve  him  in  that  great  work 
**  with  the  authority  which  he  has  given  him ;  there  will 
**  be  no  occasion  for  the  caution  I  have  given,"  not  to  be 
wiser  than  our  Maker  in. that  stupendous  work  of  our  sal- 
vation. By  which  way  of  arguing,  any  thing  that  I  can* 
not  show,  cannot  possibly,  cannot  indirectly  and  at  a 
distance,  or  by  accident,  do  any  service,  or  God  has  not 
forbidden,  may  be  made  use  of  for  the  salvation  of  souls. 
I  suppose  you  mean  expressly  forbidden,  for  else  I  might 
think  these  words  [*^  Who  has  required  this  at  your 
**  hands?"]  sufficient  prohibition  of  it.  The  sum  of 
your  argument  is,  "  what  cannot  be  showed  not  to  do 
*^  any  service,  may  be  used  as  a  human  means  in  sub- 
*'  ordination  to  grace,  in  the  work  of  salvation."  To 
which  I  reply.  That  what  may,  through  the  grace  of 
God,  sometimes  do  some  service,  cannot,  without  a 
further  warrant  from  revelation  than  such  usefulness, 
be  required,  or  made  use  of  as  a  subordinate  means  to 
grace.  For  if  so,  then  auricular  confession,  penance, 
pilgrimages,  processions,  &c.  which  nobody  can  show 
do  not  ever  do  any  service,  at  least  indirectly  ai^d  at 
a  distance,  towards  the  salvation  of  souls,  may  all  be 
justified. 

It  is  not  enough  that  it  cannot  be  shown  that  it  can- 
not do  any  service  to  justify  its  usefulness ;  for  what  is 
there  that  may  not,  indirectly  and  at  a  distance,  or  by 
accident,  do  some  service  ?  To  show  that  it  is  a  human 
means,  that  God  has  no-where  appointed,  in  subordi- 
nation to  grace,  in  the  supernatural  work  of  salvation, 
is.  enough  to  prove  it  an.  unwarrantable  boldness  to 
use  it :  and  much  more  so  in  the  present  case  of  force, 
which,  if  put  into  the.  vi^gistrate';  h^uds  witl^  pow^  to 


A  Third  Letter  far  Toleration.  495 

use  it  in  matters  of  religion,  will  do  more  harm  than 
good,  as  I  think  I  have  sufficiently  shown. 

And  therefore,  since,  according  to  you,  the  magi* 
strate*s  commission  to  use  force  for  the  salvation  of  S9uls, 
is  from  the  law  of  nature;  which  commission  reaches  to 
none,  since  the  revelation  of  the  gospel,  but  christian 
magistrates ;  it  is  more  natural  to  conclude,  were  there 
nothing  else  in  the  case  but  the  silence  of  scripture,  tha 
the  christian  magistrate  has  no  such  power,  because  he 
has  no  such  commission  any-where  in  the  gospel,  where- 
in all  things  are  appointed  necessary  to  Wdvation ;  than 
that  there  was  so  dear  a  commission  given  to  all  magis- 
trates by  the  law  of  nature,  that  it  is  necessary  to  show 
a  prohibition  from  revelation,  if  one  will  deny  christian 
magistrates  to  have  that  power.  Since  the  commission 
of  the  law  of  nature,  to  magistrates,  being  only  that 
general  one,  of  doing  good  according  to  the  best  of  their 
judgments :  if  that  extends  to  the  use  of  force  in  matters 
of  religion,  it  will  abundantly  more  oppose  than  pro- 
mote the  true  religion,  if  force  in  the  case  has  any 
efficacy  at  all,  and  so  do  more  harm  than  good :  which 
though  it  shows  not,  what  you  here  demand,  that  it 
cannot  do  any  service  towards  the  salvation  of  men*s 
souls,  for  that  cannot  be  shown  of  any  thing;  yet  it 
shows  the  disservice,  it  does,  is  so  much  more,  than  any 
service  can  be  expected  from  it,  that  it  can  never  be 
proved,  that  God  has  given  power  to  magistrates  to  use 
it  by  the  commission  they  have  of  doing  good,  from  the 
law  of  nature. 

But  whilst  you  tell  me,  '*  Till  I  have  shown  that 
force  and  penalties  cannot  do  any  service  towards  the 
salvation  of  souls,  there  will  be  no  occasion  for  the 
caution  I  gave  you,**  not  to  be  wiser  than  our  Maker 
in  that  stupendous  and  supernatural  work;  you  have 
forgot  your  own  confession,  that  it  is  not  enough  to  au* 
thorize  the  use  of  force,  that  it  may  be  useful,  if  .it  be 
not  abo  necessary.  And  when  you  can  prove  such 
means  necessary,  which  though  it  cannot  be  shown,  never 
upon  any  occasion  to  do  any. service;  yet  may  be,-  and 
is  abundantly  shown  to  do  little  service,  and  so  uncer* 
tainly,  that  if  it  be  used,  it  will»  if  it  has  any  effioacy. 
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do  mare  bferm  than  good :  if  jrou  caii»  I  sajr*  pitrre  0«cli 
a  means  as  that  neoessaryt  I  think  I  maj  yield  you  the 
CHUM*  But  the  use  of  it  has  so  mudi  certain  harmi  and 
30  little  and  uncertain  good  in  it,  that  it  can  never  be 
supposed  included  or  intended  in  the  general  commission 
to  the  magistrates,  of  doing  good ;  vluch  m^  aeiTo  for 
an  answer  to  your  next  paragraph. 

Only  let  me  take  notice,  that  you  here  make  this 
commission  of  the  law  of  nature  to  extend  the  use  of 
forcct  only  to  ^  induce  those,  who  would  not  othar^ 
"  wise,  to  hear  what  may  and  ought  to  move  them  to 
^*  embrace  the  tnfth."  They  have  heard  all  that  Is 
offered  to  move  them  to  embrecet  i«  ^*  believe,  but  are 
not  moved :  is  the  magistrate  by  the  law  of  nature  com<» 
missioned  to  punish  them  for  what  is  not  in  thdr  power? 
for  faith  is  the  gift  of  Grod,  and  not  in  a  man's  power : 
or  is  the  magistrate  commissioned  by  the  law  of  naturet 
which  impowers  him  in  general,  only  to  do  them  good  ? 
Is  he,  I  say,  commissioned  to  make  them  lye,  and  pro* 
fess  that  which  they  do  not  believe  ?  And  is  this  for  their 
good  ?  If  he  punish  them  till  they  embrace,  L  e.  believe, 
he  punishes  them  for  what  is  not  in  their  power ;  if  till 
they  embrace,  L  e»  barely  profess,  he  punishes  them  finr 
what  is  not  for  their  good :  to  neither  of  whidi  can  he 
be  commissbned  by  the  hiw  of  nature. 

To  my  saying,  ^  Till  you  can  show  us  a  commission 
^  in  scripture,  it  will  be  fit  for  us  to  obey  that  prreept 
^  of  the  gospel,  Mark  iv,  84,  which  bids  us  take  heed 
'<  what  we  hear/'  You  reply,  That  this  **  yon  suppose 
^  h  only  intended  for  the  vulgar  reader:  tac  it  ought 
^  to  be  rendered,  attend  to  what  you  hear ;"  whidi  you 
prove  out  of  Grotius.  What  if  I  or  my  readeri  are  not 
10  learned,  as  to  understand  either  the  Greek  original 
or  Grotius's  Latin  commept  ?  Or  if  we  did,  are  wa 
to  be  bliimed  for  understanding  the  scripture  in  that 
sense,  which  the  national,  i*  e.  as  you  say,  the  true  re^ 
Ugion  authorises,  and  which  you  tell ;  us  would  be  a 
fiuilt  in  us  if  we  did  not  believe  ? 

For  if,  BB  joa  suppose,  there  be  sufficient  provision 
made  in  England  for  the  instructing  all  men  in  the  truth; 
jre  cannot  then  but  take  the  words  in  this  scaae,,  it  be 
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ihg  that  which  the  public  authority  has  given  them ; 

for  if  we  are  not  to  follow  the  sense  as  it  is  given  us  in 

the  translation  authorized  by  our  govemorsi  and  used 

in  our  worship  established  by  law;  but  must  seek  it 

elsewhere;  it  will  be  hard  to  find,  how  there  is  any 

other  provision  made  for  instructing  men  in  the  sense 

of  the  scripture,  which  is  the  truth  that  must  save  them, 

but  to  leave  them  to  their  own  inquiry  and  judgment, 

and  to  themselves,  to  take  whom   they  think  best  ioc 

interpreters  and  expounders  of  scripture,  and  to  quit 

that  of  the  true  church,  which  she  has  given  in  her 

translation.     This  is  the  liberty  you  take  to  differ  from 

the  true  church,  when  you  think  fit,  and  it  will  servr 

your  purpose.  She  says,  '*  Take  heed  what  you  hear ;  ' 

but  you  say,  the  true  sense  is,  ^^  Attend  to  what  you 

*^  hear."  M ethinks  you  should  not  be  at  such  variance 

with  dissenters ;  for,  ailer  all,  nothing  is  so  like  a 

KONOONFOUMIST  AS  A  CONFORMIST.     Though  it  be 

certainly  every  one's  right  to  understand  the  scripture  iii 

that  sense  which  appears  truest  to  him,  yet  I  do  not  see 

how  you,  upon  your  principles,  can   depart  from  that 

which  the  church  of  England  has  given  it :  but  you,  I 

find,  when  you  think  fit,  take  that  liberty ;  and  so  much 

liberty  as  that,  would,  I  think,  satisfy  all  the  dissenters 

in  England. 

As  to  your  other  place  of  scripture ;  if  St  Paul,  as  it 
seems  to  me,  in  that  tenth  to  the  Romans,  where  show- 
ing that  the  gentiles  were  provided  with  all  things  ncr 
cessary  to  sdvation  as  well  as  the  jews ;  and  that  by 
having  men  sent  to  them  to  preach  the  gospel,  that  pro- 
vision was  made ;  what  you  say  in  the  two  next  para- 
grai^is  will  show  us  that  you  understand,  that  the  Greek 
word  Axo^,  signifies  both  hearing  and  report ;  but  does 
no  more  Answer  the  force  of  those  two  verses,  against 
you,  than  if  you  had  spared  all  you  said  with  your  Greek 
criticism.  The  words  of  St.  Paul  are  these :  "  How 
'^  then  shall  they  call  on  him  on  whom  they  have  not 
'^  believed  ?  And  how  shall  they  believe  in  him  of 
''  whom  they  have  not  heard  ?  And  how  shall  they  hear 
^  without  a  preacher?  And  how  shall  they  preach,  ex^ 
**  oepi  they  be  sent  ?  So  then  faith  cometb  by  hearings 
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^  and  hearing  by  the  word  of  God,"  Rom.  x.  14, 15, 
17.  In  this  deduction  of  the  means  of  propagating  the 
gospel,  we  may  well  suppose  St.  Paul  would  have  put  in 
miracles  or  penalties,  if,  as  you  say,  one  of  them  had 
been  necessary.  But  whether  or  no  every  reader  will 
think  St.  Paul  set  down  in  that  place  all  necessary 
means,  I  know  not ;  but  this,  I  am  confident,  he  will 
think,  that  the  New  Testament  does ;  and  then  I  ask. 
Whether  there  be  in  it  one  word  of  force  to  be  used  to 
bring  men  to  be  christians,  or  to  hearken  to  the  good 
tidings  of  salvation  offered  in  the  gospel  ? 

To  my  asking,  '^  What  if  G<)d,  for  reasons  best 
^  known  to  himself,  would  not  have  men  compelled  ?  " 
You  answer,  "  If  he  would  not  have  them  compelled, 
**  now  miracles  are  ceased,  as  far  as  moderate  penalties 
"  compel,  (otherwise  you  are  not  concerned  in  the  de- 
'*  mand,)  he  would  have  told  us  so."  Concerning  mi- 
racles supplying  the  want  of  force,  I  shall  need  to  say 
nothing  more  here :  but  to  your  answer,  that  "  God 
*'  would  have  told  us  so ; '"  I  shall  in  few  words  state 
the  matter  to  you.  You  first  suppose  force  necessary 
to  compel  men  to  hear ;  and  thereupon  suppose  the  ma- 
gistrate invested  with  a  power  to  compel  them  to  hear ; 
land  from  thence  peremptorily  declare,  that  if  God 
would  not  have  force  used,  he  would  have  told  us  so. 
You  suppose  also,  that,  it  must  be  only  moderate  force. 
Now  may  we  not  ask  one,  that  is  so  far  of  the  council 
of  the  Almighty,  that  he  can  positively  say  what  he 
would  or  would  not  have ;  to  tell  us,  whether  it  be  not 
as  probable  that  God,  who  knows  the  temper  of  man 
that  he  has  made,  who  knows  how  apt  he  is  not  to 
spare  any  degree  of  force  when  he  believes  he  has  a 
commission  to  compel  men  to  do  any  thing  in  their 
power ;  and  who  knows  also  how  prone  man  i&  to  think 
it  reasonable  to  do  so  :  whether,  I  say,  it  is  not  as  pro- 
bable that  God,  if  he  would  have  the  magistrate  to 
use  none  but  moderate  force  to  compel  men  to  hear, 
would  also  have  told  us  so  ?  Fathers  are  not  more  apt 
than  magistrates  to  strain  their  power  beyond  what  is 
convenient  for  the  education  of  their  children ;  and  yet 
it  has  pleased  God  to  tell  them  in  the  New  Testament, 
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of  this  moderation^  by  a  precept  more  than  once  re- 
peated. 

To  my  demanding,  "  What  if  God  would  have  men 
**  left  to  their  freedom  in  this  point,  if  they  will  hear, 
**  or  if  they  will  forbear;  will  you  constrain  them? 
**  Thus  we  are  sure  he  did  with  his  own  people,"  &c. 
You  answer,  "  But  those  words,  whether  they  will  hear, 
"  or  whether  they  will  forbear,  which  M'e  find  thrice 
used  in  the  prophet  Ezekiel,  are  nothing  at  all  to  my 
purpose.  For  by  hearing  there,  no  man  understands 
**  the  bare  giving  an  ear  to  what  was  to  be  preached  ; 
nor  yet  the  considering  it  only ;  but  the  complying 
with  it,  and  obeying  it ;  according  to  the  paraphrase 
"  which  Grotius  gives  of  the  words."  Methinks,  for 
this  once,  you  might  have  allowed  me  to  have  hit  upon 
something  to  the  purpose,  you  having  denied  me  it  in 
so  many  other  places  :  if  it  were  but  for  pity ;  and  one 
other  reason  ;  which  is,  that  all  you  have  to  say  against 
it  is,  that  *'  by  hearing  there,  no  man  understands  the 
bare  giving  an  ear  to  what  was  to  be  preached ;  nor 
yet  the  considering  it ;  but  the  complying  with  it, 
and  obeying  it."  If  I  misremember  not,  your  hy- 
pothesis pretends  the  use  of  force  to  be  not  barely  to 
make  men  give  an  ear,  nor  yet  to  consider;  but  to 
make  them  *  consider  as  they  ought ;  i.  e.  so  as  not  to 
reject ;  and  therefore,  though  this  text  out  of  Ezekiel 
be  nothing  to  the  purpose  against  bare  giving  an  ear ; 
yet,  if  you  please,  let  it  stand  as  if  it  were  to  the  pur- 
pose against  your  hypothesis,  till  you  can  find  some 
other  answer  to  it. 

If  you  will  give  yourself  the  pains  to  turn  to  Acts 
xxviii.  24,  25,  26,  27,  28,  you  will  read  these  words, 
*'  And  some  believed  the  things  that  were  spoken,  and 
'*  some  believed  not.  And  when  they  agreed  not  among 
*'  themselves  they  departed,  after  that  Paul  had  spoken 
'*  one  word.  Well  spake  the  Holy  Ghost  by  Esaias  the 
^*  prophet,  unto  our  fathers^  saying.  Go  unto  this  peo- 
ple, and  say,  hearing,  ye  shall  hear,  and  shall  not 
understand ;  and  seeing,  ye  shall  see,  and  not  per- 
"  ceive.  For  the  -heart  of  this  i)eople  is  waxed  gross, 
f*  and  their  ears  are  dull  of  hearing,  and  their  eyes  have 
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**  they  closed  \  lest  they  should  see  with  their  eyes,  and 
**  hear  with  their  ears,  and  understand  with  their  heart» 
'*  and  should  be  converted ,  and  I  should  heal  them. 
**  Be  it  known  therefore  unto  you,  that  the  salvation  oF 
**  God  is  sent  unto  the  gentiles,  and  that  they  will 
«  hear  it,'* 

If  one  should  come  now,  and  out  of  your  treatise, 
called  "  The  Argument  of  ^he  Letter  concerning  Tole- 
**  ration  considered  and  .answered/'  reason  thus,  ''  It 
**  is  evident  that  these  jews  have  not  sought  the  truth  in 
**  this  matter,  with  that  application  of  mind,  and  free- 
**  dom  of  judgment;  which  was  requisite ;  whilst  they 
suffered  their,  lusts  and  passions  to  sit  in  judgment, 
and  manage  the  inquiry.  The  impressions  of  edu- 
cation, ttie  reverence  and  admiration  of  persons, 
worldly  respects,  and  the  like  incompetent  motives, 
**  have  determined  them.  Now  if  this  be  the  case ;  if 
**  these  men  are  averse  to  a  due  consideration  of  things, 
"  where  they  are  most  concerned  to  use  it;  what 
**  MEANS  IS  THERE  LEFT  (besides  the  grace  of  God)  to 
"  reduce  them  out  of  the  wrong  way  they  are  in,  but 
"  to  lay  thorns  and  briars  in  it  ?  "  Would  you  not 
think  this  a  good  argument  to  show  the  necessity  of 
using  force  and  penalties  upon  these  men  in  the  Acts, 
who  refused  to  be  brought  to  embrace  the  true  religion 
upon  the  preaching  of  St.  Paul  ?  '*  For  what  other 
means  was  left,  what  human  method  could  be  used 
to  bring  them  to  make  a  wiser  and  more  rational 
**  choice,  but  laying  such  penalties  upon  them  as  might 
"  balance  the  weight  of  such  prejudices,  which  inclined 
"  them  to  prefer  a  false  way  before  the  true  ?  "  Tell 
me,  I  beseech  you,  would  you  not,  had  you  been  a 
christian  magistrate  in  those  days,  have  thought  your* 
self  obliged  to  try,  by  force,  **  to  overi)alance  the  weight 
of  those  prejudices  which  inclined  them  to  prefer  a 
false  way  to  the  true  ?  "  For  there  was  no  other  hu- 
man means  left ;  and  if  that  be  not  enough  to  prove 
the  necessity  of  using  it,  you  have  no  proof  of  any  ne- 
cessity of  force  at  ali. 

If  you  would  have  laid  penalties  upon  them,  I  ask 
you,  what  if  God,  for  reasons  best  known  to  himselfj 
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thought  it  not  necessary  to  use  any  other  human  means 
but  preaching  and  persuasion  ?  You  have  a  ready  an-^ 
swer,  there  is  no  other  human  means  but  force,  and 
some  other  human  means  besides  preaching  is  neoes« 
sary^  t.  e.  in  your  opinion :  and  is  it  not  fit  your  autho* 
Hty  should  carry  it  ?  For  as  to  miracles,  whether  you 
think  fit  to  rank  them  amongst  human  means  or  no ;  or 
whether  or  no  there  were  any  showed  to  these  unbe* 
lieving  jews,  to  supply  the  want  of  force ;  I  guess,  in 
this  case,  you  will  not  be  much  helped,  whioheyer  you 
suppose :  though  to  one  unbiassed,  who  reads  that  chapi- 
ter, it  will,  I  imagine,  appear  most  probable  that  St. 
Paul,  when  he  thus  parted  with  them,  had  done  no 
miracles  amongst  them. 

But  you  have,  at  the  dose  of  the  paragraph  before  us, 
provided  a  salvo  for  all,  in  telling  us,  '*  However  the 
^*  penalties  you  defend,  are  not  such  as  can  any  way  be 
**  pretended  to  take  away  men's  freedom  in  this  point/* 
The  question  is,  whether  there  be  a  necessity  of  using 
other  human  means  but  lureaching,  for  the  bringing 
men  to  embrace  the  truth  that  must  save  them ;  and 
whether  force  be  it  ?  God  himself  seems,  in  the  places 
quoted,  and  others,  to  teach  us,  that  he  would  have 
left  men  to  their  freedom  from  any  constraint  of  force 
in  that  point;  and  you  answer,  ''  The  penalties  you 
^  defend  are  not  such  as  can  any  ways  be  pretended  tp 
*'  take  away  men's  freedom  in  this  point."  TeU  ua 
what  you  mean  by  these  words  of  yours,  ^  take  away 
**  men*8  freedom  in  this  point ; "  and  then  apply  it  I 
think  it  pretty  hard  to  use  penalties  and  force  to  any 
man,  without  taking  away  his  freedom  from  penalties 
and  force.  Farther,  the  penalties  you  think  necessary, 
if  we  may  believe  you  yourself,  are  to  *'  be  such  as 
^^  may  balance  the  weight  of  those  prejudices,  which 
"  incline  men  to  prefer  a  false  way  before  a  true:'* 
whether  these  be  such  as  you  will  defend,  is  another 
question.  This,  I  think,  is  to  be  made  plain,  that  ypu 
must  go  beyond  the  lower  degrees  of  force,  and  mode- 
rate  penalties,  to  balance  those  prejudices. 

To  my  saying,  "  That  the  method  of  the  govfA  is  to 
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**  pray  and  beseech,  and  that  if  God  had  thought  it  ne- 
cessary to  have  men  punished  to  make  them  give  ear» 
he  could  have  called  magistrates  to  l^e  spreaders  of 
*'  the  gospel,  as  well  as  poor  fishermen;  or  Paul,  a 
persecutor;  who  yet  wanted  not  power  to  punish 
Ananias  and  Sapphira,  and  the  incestuous  Corinthian." 
You  reply,  "  Though  it  be  the  method  of  the  gospel, 
**  for  the  ministers  of  it  to  pray  and  beseech  men ;  yet 
it  appears  from  my  own  words  here,  both  that  pu- 
nishments may  be  sometimes  necessary;  and  that 
punishing,  and  that  even  by  those  who  are  to  pray 
**  and  beseech,  is  consistent  with  that  method/'  I  fear, 
sir,  you  so  greedily  lay  hold  upon  any  examples  of  pu- 
nishment, when  on  any  account  they  come  in  your  way: 
that  you  give  yourself  not  liberty  to  consider  whether 
they  are  for  your  purpose  or  no;  or  else  you  would 
scarce  infer,  as  you  do  from  my  words,  that,  in  your 
case,  '*  punishments  may  be  sometimes  necessary/' 
Ananias  and  Sapphira  were  punished:  '*  therefore  it 
*'  appears,  say  you,  that  punishments  may  be  sometimes 
^  necessary/'  For  what,  I  beseech  you  ?  For  the  only 
end,  you  say,  punishments  are  useful  in  religion,  i.  e. 
to  make  men  consider.  So  that  Ananias  and  Sapphira 
were  struck  dead:  for  what  end?  To  make  them  con- 
sider. If  you  had  given  yourself  the  leisure  to  have 
reflected  on  this,  and  the  other  instance  of  the  incestu- 
ous Corinthian;  it  is  possible  you  would  have  found 
neither  of  them  to  have  served  very  well  to  show  pu- 
nishment necessary  to  bring  men  to  embrace  the  true 
religion ;  for  both  these  were  punishments  laid  on  those 
•  who  had  already  embraced  the  true  religion,  and  were 
in  the  communion  of  the  true  church :  and  so  can  only 
J  show,  if  you  will  infer  any  thing  concerning  the  neces- 
sity of  punishments  from  them,  that  punishments  may 
be  sometimes  necessary  for  those  who  are  iu  the  com- 
'  munion  of  the  true  church.  And  of  that  you  may 
'  make  your  advantage. 

As  to  your  other  inferences  from  my  words,  viz. 
That  punishing,  and  that  even  by  those  who  are,  as 
ambassadors,  to  pray  and  beseech ;  is  consistent  with 
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^*  that  method ;  *'  when  they  can  do  it  as  the  apostles 
did,  by  the  immediate  direction  and  assistance  of  the 
spirit  of  God,  I  shall  easily  allow  it  to  be  consistent  with 
the  method  of  the  gospel.  If  that  will  not  content  you, 
it  is  plain,  you  have  an  itch  to  be  handling  the  secular 
sword;  and  since  Christ  has  not  given  you  the  power  you 
desire,  you  would  be  executing  the  magistrate's  pre- 
tended commission  from  the  law  of  nature.  One  thing 
more  let  roe  remind  you  of,  and  that  is,  that  if,  from 
the  punishments  of  Ananias  and  Sapphira,  and  the  in- 
cestuous Corinthian,  you  can  infer  a  necessity  of  punish* 
ment  to  make  men  consider ;  it  will  follow  that  there 
was  a  necessity  of  punishment  to  make  men  consider, 
notwithstanding  miracles ;  which  cannot  therefore  be 
supposed  to  supply  the  want,  of  punishments. 

To  my  asking,  "  What  if  God,  foreseeing  this  force 
**  would  be  in  the  hands  of  men,  as  passionate,  as  hu- 
*'  moursome,  as  liable  to  prejudice  and  errour,  as  the 
**  rest  of  their  brethren,  did  not  think  it  a  proper  means 
•*  to  bring  men  into  the  right  way  ?  "  You  reply,  "  But 
*^  if  there  be  any  thing  of  an  argument  in  this,  it  proves 
"  that  there  ought  to  be  no  civil  government  in  the 
**  world ;  and  so  proving  too  much,  proves  nothing  at 
"  all."  This  you  say;  but  you  being  one  of  those 
mortals  who  is  liable  to  error  as  w^ell  as  your  brethren, 
you  cannot  expect  it  should  be  received  for  infallible 
truth,  till  you  have  proved  it ;  and  that  you  will  never 
do,  till  you  can  show,  that  there  is  as  absolute  a  ne- 
cessity of  force  in  the  magistrate's  hands  for  the  salva- 
tion of  souls,  as  there  is  of  force  in  the  magistrate's 
hand  for  the  preservation  of  civil  society;  and  next,  till 
you  have  proved  that  force,  in  tl)e  hands  of  men,  as 
passionate  and  humoursome ;  or  liable  to  prejudice  and 
errour  as  their  brethren :  would  contribute  as  much  to 
the  bringing  men,  and  keeping  them  in  the  right  way 
to  salvation,  as  it  does  to  the  support  of  civil  society, 
and  the  keeping  men  at  peace  in  it. 

Where  men  cannot  live  together  without  mutual  in- 
juries, not  to  be  avoided  without  force,  reason  has 
taught  them  to  seek  a  remedy  in  government;  which 
always  places  power  somewhere  in  the  society  to  restrain 
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and  punish  such  injuries ;  which  power,  whether  placed 
in  the  community  itself,  or  some  chosen  by  the  commu- 
nity to  govern  it,  must  still  be  in  the  hands  of  men  ; 
and  where,  as  in  societies  of  civilized  and  settled  na- 
tions, the  form  of  the  government  places  this  power 
out  of  the  community  itself,  it  is  unavoidable,  that  out 
of  men,  such  as  they  are,  some  should  be  made  magi- 
strates, and  have  coercive  power  of  force  put  into  their 
hands,  to  govern  and  direct  the  society  for  the  public 
good ;  without  which  force,  so  placed  in  the  hands  of 
men,  there  could  be  no  civil  society ;  nor  the  ends  for 
which  it  is  instituted,  to  any  degree,  attained.  And  thus 
government  is  the  will  of  God. 

It  is  the  will  of  God  also,  that  men  should  be  saved ; 
but  to  this,  it  is  not  necessary  that  force  or  coactive 
power  should  be  put  into  men's  hands ;  because  God  can 
and  hath  provided  other  means  to  bring  men  to  salva- 
tion :  to  which,  you  indeed  suppose,  but  can  never 
prove  force  necessary. 

The  passions,  humours,  liableness  to  prejudices  and 
errours,  common  to  magistrates  with  other  men,  do  not 
render  force  in  their  hands  so  dangerous  and  unuseful  to 
the  ends  of  society,  which  is  the  public  peace,  as  to  the 
ends  of  religion,  which  is  the  salvation  of  men's  souls. 
For  though  men  of  all  ranks  could  be  content  to  have 
their  own  humours,  passions,  and  prejudices  satisfied ; 
yet  when  they  come  to  make  laws,  which  are  to  direct 
their  force  in  civil  matters,  they  are  driven  to  oppose 
their  laws  to  the  humours,  passions,  and  prejudices  of 
men  in  general,  whereby  their  own  come  to  be  restrain- 
ed :  for  if  law-makers,  in  making  of  laws,  did  not  di- 
rect them  against  the  irregular  humours,  prejudices, 
^nd  passions  of  men,  which  are  apt  to  mislead  them ; 
if  they  did  not  endeavour,  with  their  best  judgment,  to 
bring  men  from  their  humours  and  passions,  to  the  obe- 
dience and  practice  of  right  reason  ;  the  society  could 
not  subsist ;  and  so  they  themselves  would  be  in  danger 
to  lose  their  station  in  it,  and  be  exposed  to  the  unre- 
strained humours,  passions,  and  violence  of  others.  And 
hence  it  comes,  that  be  men  as  humoursome,  passionate, 
and  prejudiced,  as  they  will,  they  are  still  by  their  own 
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interest  obliged  to  make  use  of  their  best  skill,  and  with 
their  most  unprejudiced  and  sedatest  thoughts^  take  care 
of  the  government,  and  endeavour  to  preserve  the  com-* 
monwealth ;  and  therefore,  notwithstanding  their  hu* 
mours  and  passions,  their  liableness  to  errour  and  pre* 
judice ;  they  do  provide  pretty  well  for  the  support  of 
society,  and  the  power  in  their  hands  is  of  use  to  the 
maintenance  of  it. 

But  in  matters  of  religion  it  is  quite  otherwise  :  you 
had  told  us,  about  the  latter  end  of  your  '^  Argument,'' 
p.  S2,  how  liable  men  were  in  choosing  their  religion  to 
be  misled  by  humour,  passion,  and  prejudice ;  and  there^ 
fore  it  was  not  fit  that  in  a  business  of  such  concern- 
ment they  should  be  left  to  themselves :  and  hence,  in 
this  matter  of  religion,  you  would  have  them  subjected 
to  the  coactive  power  of  the  magistrate.  But  this  con- 
trivance is  visibly  of  no  advantage  to  the  true  religion, 
nor  can  serve  at  all  to  secure  men  from  a  wrong  choice. 
For  the  magistrates,  by  their  humours,  prejudices,  and 
passions,  which  they  are  born  to  like  other  men,  being 
as  liable,  and  likely  to  be  misled  in  the  choice  of  their 
religion,  as  any  of  their  brethren,  as  constant  experi** 
ence  hath  always  shown ;  what  advantage  could  it  be 
to  mankind,  for  the  salvation  of  their  souls,  that  the 
magistrates  of  the  world  should  have  power  to  use  force, 
to  britig  men  to  that  religion  which  they,  each  of  them, 
by  whatsoever  humour,  passion,  or  prejudice  influenced, 
had  chosen  to  themselves  as  the  true  ?  For  whatsoever 
you  did,  I  think  with  reverence  we  may  say,  that  God 
foresaw,  that  whatever  commission  one  magistrate  had 
by  the  law  of  nature,  all  magistrates  had :  and  that  com- 
mission, if  there  were  any  such,  could  be  only  to  use 
their  coactive  power  to  bring  men  to  the  religion  they 
believed  to  be  true;  whether  it  were  really  the  true  or  no; 
and  therefore  I  shall,  without  taking  away  government 
out  of  the  world,  or  so  much  as  questioning  it,  still 
think  this  a  reasonable  question  :  *^  What  if  God,  fore* 
'<  seeing  this  force  would  be  in  the  hands  of  men,  as 
*  passionate,  as  humoursome,  as  liable  to  prejudice 
**  and  errour,  as  the  rest  of  their  brethren ;  did  not 
^*  think  it  a  prqier  means,   in   such  hands,  to  bring 
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**  men  into  the  right  way  ?  "*  And  that  it  needs  a  better 
answer  than  you  have  given  to  it :  and  therefore  you 
might  have  spared  the  pains  you  have  taken  in  this  pa- 
ragraph, to  prove  that  the  magistrate's  being  liable  as 
much  as  other  men  to  humour,  prejudice,  passion,  and 
errour,  makes  not  force,  in  his  hands,  wholly  unservice- 
able  to  the  administration  of  civil  government ;  which 
is  what  nobody  denies :  and  you  would  have  better 
employed  it  to  prove,  that  if  the  magistrate's  being  as 
liable  to  passion,  humour,  prejudice,  and  errour,  as 
other  men,  made  force,  in  his  hands,  improper  to  bring 
men  to  the  true  religion ;  this  would  take  away  govern- 
ment out  of  the  world :  which  is  a  consequence,  I  think, 
I  may  deny. 

To  which  let  me  now  add,  what  if  Grod  foi-esaw,  that 
if  force,  of  any  kind  or  degree  whatsoever,  were  allowed 
in  behalf  of  truth,  it  would  be  used  by  erring,  passion- 
ate, prejudiced  men,  to  the  restraint  and  ruin  of  truth ; 
as  constant  experience  in  all  ages  has  shown ;  and  there- 
fore commanded  that  the  tares  should  be  suffered  to 
grow  with  the  wheat,  till  the  harvest ;  when  the  infal- 
lible judge  shall  sever  them.  That  parable  of  our  Sa- 
viour s  plainly  tells  us,  if  force  were  once  |)ermitted,  even 
in  favour  of  the  true  religion,  what  mischief  it  was  like 
to  do  in  the  misapplication  of  it,  by  forward,  busy, 
mistaken  men ;  and  therefore  he  wholly  forbid  it ;  and 
yet,  I  hope,  this  does  not  take  away  civil  government 
out  of  the  world. 

To  my  demanding,  "  What  if  there  he  other  means?" 
and  saying,  ^^  Then  yours  ceases  to  be  necessary  upon 
**  that  account,  that  there  is  no  bther  means  left ;  for 
**  the  grace  of  God  is  another  means."  You  answer. 
That  *<  though  the  grace  of  God  is  another  means,  yet 
**  it  is  none  of  the  means  of  which  you  were  speaking 
*^  in  the  place  I  refer  to ;  which  any  one,  who  reads 
*'  that  paragraph,  will  find  to  be  only  human  means." 
In  that  place  you  were  endeavouring  to  prove  force  ne- 
cessary to  bring  men  to  the  true  religion,  as  appears ; 
and  there  having  dilated  for  four  or  five  pages  together 
upon  the  **  carelessness,  prejudices,  passions,  lusts,  im- 
*^  pressions  of  education,  worldly  respects,"  and  other 
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the  like  causes^  which  you  think  mislead  and  keep  men 
from  the  true  religion ;  you  at  last  conclude  force  ne- 
cessary to  bring  men  to  it,  because  admonitions  and  in- 
treaties  not  prevailing,  there  is  no  other  means  left.  To 
this,  grace  being  instanced  in  as  another  means,  you  tell 
us  here  you  mean  no  other  human  means  left.  So  that 
to  prove  force  necessary,  you  must  prove  that  God  would 
have  other  human  means  used  besides  praying,  preach- 
ing, persuasion^  and  instruction ;  and  for  this,  you  will 
need  to  bring  a  plain  direction  from  revelation  for 
your  moderate  punishments;  unless  you  will  pretend 
to  know^  by  your  own  natural  wisdom,  what  means  God 
has  made  necessary;  without  which,  those  whom  he 
hath  foreknown  and  predestinated,  and  will  in  his  good 
time  call,  Romans  viii.  SQ*  by  such  means  as  he  thinks 
fit,  according  to  his  purpose ;  cannot  be  brought  into 
the  way  of  salvation.  Perhaps  you  have  some  warrant 
we  know  not  of,  to  enter  thus  boldly  into  the  counsel 
of  God;  without  which,  in  another  man,  a  modest 
Christian  would  be  apt  to  think  it  presumption. 

You  say,  there  are  many  who  are  not  prevailed  on  by 
prayers,  intreatics,  and  exhortations,  to  embrace  the 
true  religion.  What  then  is  to  l)e  done  ?  **  Some  de- 
**  grees  of  force  are  necessary  "  to  be  used  ?  Why  ?  Be- 
cause there  is  no  other  human  means  left.  .  Many  are 
not  prevailed  on  by  your  moderate  force ;  What  then 
is  to  be  done  ?  Greater  degrees  of  force  are  necessary, 
because  there  is  no  other  human  means  left.  No,  say 
you,  God  has  made  moderate  force  necessary,  because 
there  is  no  other  human  means  left  where  preaching  and 
intreaties  will  not  prevail ;  but  he  has  not  made  greater 
degrees  of  force  necessary^  because  there  is  no  other 
human  means  left  where  moderate  force  will  not  prevail. 
So  that  your  rule  changing,  where  the  reason  continues 
the  same,  we  must  conclude  you  have  some  way  of  judg- 
ing concerning  the  purposes  and  ways  of  the  Almighty 
in  the  work  of  salvation,  which  every  one  understands 
not.  You  would  not  else,  upon  so  slight  ground  as  you 
have  yet  produced  for  it,  which  is  nothing  but  your  own 
imagination,  make  force,  your  moderate  force  so  ne- 
•  cessary,  that  you  bring  in  question  the  wisdom  and 
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bounty  of  the  Disposer  and  Governor  of  all  things*  as  if 
he  **  had  not  furnished  mankind  with  competent  means 
^^  for  the  promoting  his  own  honour  in  the  worlds  and 
**  the  good  of  souls/'  if  your  moderate  force  were 
wanting  to  bring  them  to  the  true  religion ;  whereas  you 
know,  that  most  of  the  nations  of  the  world  always  were 
destitute  of  this  human  means  to  bring  them  to  the  true 
religion.  And  I  imagine  you  would  be  put  to  it,  to 
name  me  one  now,  that  is  furnished  with  it. 

Besides,  if  you  please  to  remember  what  you  say  in 
the  next  words :  ^'  And  therefore,  though  the  grace  of 
**  God  be  both  a  proper  and  sufficient  means,  and  such 
*'  as  can  work  by  itself,  and  without  which  neither  pe- 
*^  nalties  nor  any  other  means  can  do  any  thing ; "  and 
by  consequence  can  make  any  means  effectual:  how 
can  you  say  any  human  means,  in  this  supernatural 
work,  unless  what  God  has  declared  to  be  so,  is  neces- 
sary ?  Preachings  and  instruction,  and  exhortation,  are 
human  means  that  he  has  appointed :  these,  therefore, 
men  may  and  ought  to  use ;  they  have  a  commission 
from  God,  and  may  expect  his  blessing  and  the  assist- 
ance of  his  grace ;  but  to  suppose,  when  they  are  used 
and  prevail  not,  that  force  is  necessary,  because  these 
are  not  sufficient  is  to  exclude  grace,  and  ascribe  this 
work  to  human  means;  as  in  effect  you  do,  when  you  call 
force  competent  and  sufficient  means,  as  you  have  done. 
For  if  bare  preaching,  by  the  assistance  of  grace,  can  and 
will  certainly  prevail;  and  moderate  penalties,  as  you 
confess,  or  any  kind  of  force,  without  the  assistance  of 
grace,  can  do  nothing ;  how  can  you  say,  that  force  is 
in  any  case  a  more  necessary,  or  a  more  competent,  or 
sufficient  means,  than  bare  preaching  and  instruction  ? 
unless  you  can  show  us,  that  God  hath  promised  the  co- 
operation and  assistance  of  his  grace  to  force,  and  not  to 
preaching  ?  The  contrary  whereof  has  more  of  appear- 
ance* Preaching  and  persuasion  are  not  competent 
means,  you  say ;  Why  ?  because,  without  the  co^Kipera- 
tion  of  grace,  they  can  do  notliing :  but  by  the  assist- 
ance of  grace  they  can  prevail  even  without  force.  Force 
too,  without  grace,  you  acknowledge  can  do  nothing : 
but,  joined  wilb  preaching  and  grace^  it  can  previ^ 
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Why  then^  I  pray,  k  it  a  more  competent  means  than 
preaching ;  or  why  necessary,  where  preaching  prevails 
not  ?  since  it  can  do  nothing  without  that,  which,  if 
joined  to  preaching,  can  make  preaching  effectual  with- 
out it. 

'  You  go  on,  "  Yet  it  may  be  true  however,  that  when 
admonitions  and  intreaties  fail,  there  is  no  human 
means  left  but  penalties,  to  bring  prejudiced  persons 
to  hear  and  consider  what  may  convince  them  of 
•*  their  errours,  and  discover  the  truth  to  them :  and 
^'  then  penalties  will  be  necessary  in  respect  to  that  end, 
'^  as  an  human  means."  Let  it  be  true  or  not  true,  that 
when  treaties,  &c.  fail,  there  is  no  human  means  left  but 
penalties:  your  inference  I  deny,  that  then  penalties 
will  be  necessary  as  an  human  means.  For  I  ask  you, 
since  you  lay  so  much  stress  to  so  little  purpose  on 
HUMAN  means,  is  some  human  means  necessary?  if 
that  be  your  meaning,  you  have  human  means  in  the 
case,  viz.  admonitions,  intreaties ;  being  instant  in  sea- 
son and  out  of  season.  I  ask  you  again,  Are  penalties 
necessary  because  the  end  could  not  be  obtained  by 
preaching,  without  them  ?  that  you  cannot  say,  for 
grace  co-operating  with  preaching  will  prevail :  are  pe* 
nalties  then  necessary,  as  sure  to  produce  that  end  ?  nor 
so  are  they  necessary;  for  without  the  assistance  of  grace, 
you  confess,  they  can  do  nothing.  So  that  penalties, 
neither  as  human  means,  nor  as  any  means,  are  at  all 
necessary.  And  now  you  may  understand  what  I  intend, 
by  saying  that  the  grace  of  God  is  the  only  means, 
which  is  the  inquiry  of  your  next  paragraph,  viz.  this  I 
intend,  that  it  is  the  only  efficacious  means,  without 
which  all  human  means  is  ineffectual.  You  tdl  me.  If 
by  it  **  I  intend  that  it  does  either  always,  or  ordinarily 
**  exclude  all  other  means ;  you  see  no  ground  I  have 
^  to  say  it.'*  And  I  see  no  ground  you  have  to  think 
I  intended,  that  it  excludes  any  other  means  that  God 
'in  his  goodness  will  be  pleased  to  make  use  of;  but  this 
I  intend  by  it,  and  this,  I  think,  I  have  ground  to  say, 
that  it  excludes  all  the  human  means  of  force  from  being 
necessary,  or  so  much  as  lawful  to  be  used ;  unless  God 
hath  required  it  by  some  more  authentic  declaration^ 
than  your  bare  saying  or  imagining  it  is  necessary.   And 
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you  must  have  more  than  human  confidence^  if  you 
continue  to  mix  this  poor  and  human  contrivance  of 
yours  with  the  wisdom  and  counsel  of  God  in  the  woric 
of  salvation ;  since  he  having  declared  the  means  and 
methods  to  be  used  for  the  saving  men*s  souls,  has  in  the 
revelation  of  the  Gospel,  by  your  own  confession,  pre- 
scribed no  such  human  means. 

To  my  saying,  *^  God  alone  can  open  the  ear  that  it 
**  may  hear,  and  open  the  heart  that  it  may  understand:** 
You  reply,  "  But,  by  your  favour,  this  does  not  prove 
**  that  he  makes  use  of  no  means  in  doing  of  iL"  Nor 
needs  it:  it  is  enough  for  me,  if  it  proves,  that  if 
preaching  and  instruction  do  not  open  the  ear,  or  the 
heart,  it  is  not  necessary  any  one  should  try  his  strength 
with  a  hammer  or  an  auger.  Man  is  not  in  this  busi- 
ness (where  no  means  can  be  effectual,  wiUiout  the 
assistance  and  co-operation  of  his  grace)  to  make  use  of 
any  means  which  God  hath  not  prescribed.  You  here 
set  up  a  way  of  propagating  Christianity  according  to 
your  fancy,  and  tell  us  how  you  would  have  the  work 
of  the  gospel  carried  on :  you  commission  the  magi- 
strate by  the  argument  of  congruity :  you  find  an  ef- 
ficacy in  punishment  towards  the  converting  of  men ; 
you  limit  the  force  to  be  used  to  low  and  moderate  de» 
grees ;  and  to  countries  where  suflicient  means  of  in- 
struction are  provided  by  the  law,  and  where  the  magi- 
strate's religion  is  the  true,  i.  e.  where  it  pleases  you ; 
and  all  this  without  any  direction  from  God,  or  any 
authority  so  much  as  pretended  from  the  Gospel ;  and 
without  its  being  truly  for  the  propagation  of  Christi- 
anity, but  only  so  much  of  it  as  you  think  fit,  and 
what  else  you  are  pleased  to  join  to  it.  Why  else, 
in  the  religion  you  are  content  to  have  established  by 
law,  and  promoted  by  penalties,  is  any  thing  more  or 
less  required,  than  is  expressly  contained  in  the  New 
Testament  ? 

This  indeed  is  well  suited  to  any  one,  who  would 
have  a  power  of  punishing  those  that  differ  from  his 
opinion,  and  would  have  men  compelled  to  conformity 
in  England.  But  in  this  your  fair  contrivance,  what  be* 
comes  of  the  rest  of  mankind,  left  to  wander  in  darkness 
out  of  this  Goshen,  who  neither  have,  nor  (according  to 
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your  scheme)  can  have,  your  necessary  means  of  force 
and  penalties  to  bring  them  to  embrace  the  truth  that 
must  save  them  ?  For  if  that  be  necessary,  they  cannot 
without  a  miracle,  either  prince  or  people,  be  wrought 
on  without  it.  If  a  papist  at  Rome,  a  lutheran  at  Stock- 
holm, or  a  calvinist  at  Geneva,  should  arg^e  thus  for  his 
church,  would  you  not  say,  that  such  as  these  looked 
like  the  thoughts  of  a  poor  prejudiced  mind  ?  But  they 
may  mistake,  and  you  cannot ;  they  may  be  prejudiced, 
but  you  cannot.  Say  too,  if  you  please,  you  are  confi- 
dent you  are  in  the  right,  but  they  cannot  be  confident 
they  are  so.  This  I  am  sure,  God's  thoughts  are  not  as 
man's  thoughts,  nor  his  ways  as  man's  ways,  Isaiah  Iv.  8. 
And  it  may  abate  any  one's  confidence  of  the  necessity 
or  use  of  punishments,  for  not  receiving  our  Saviour,  or 
his  religion,  when  those  who  had  the  power  of  miracles 
were  told,  that  **  they  knew  not  what  manner  of  spirit 
**  they  were  of,"  when  they  would  have  commanded 
down  fire  from  heaven,  Luke  ix.  55.  But  you  do  well 
to  take  care  to  have  the  church  you  are  of  supported  by 
force  and  penalties,  whatever  becomes  of  the  propaga- 
tion of  the  gospel,  or  the  salvation  of  men's  souls,  in 
other  parts  of  the  world,  as  not  coming  within  your 
hypothesis. 

In  your  next  paragraph,  to  prove  that  Gk)d  does  bless 
the  use  of  force,  you  say  you  suppose  I  mean,  by  the 
words  you  there  cite,  that  **  the  magistrate  has  no 
^  ground  to  hope  that  God  will  bless  any  penalties  that 
he  may  use  to  bring  men  to  hear  and  consider  the 
doctrine  of  salvation  ;  or  (which  is  the  same  thing) 
that  God  does  not  (at  least  not  ordinarily)  afford  his 
grace  and  assistance  to  them  who  are  brought  by  such 
penalties  to  hear  and  consider  that  doctrine,  to  enable 
them  to  hear  and  consider  it  as  they  ought,  i.  e.  so  as 
to  be  moved  heartily  to  embrace  it»"  You  tell  me. 
If  this  be  my  meaning,  then  to  let  me  see  that  it  is 
**  not  true,  you  shall  only  desire  me  to  tell  you,  whether 
**  they  that  are  so  brought  to  hear  and  consider, 
are  bound  to  believe  the  gospel  or  not  ?  If  I  say  they 
are ;  (and  you  suppose  I  dare  not  say  otherwise ;) 
**  then  it  evidently  follows,  that  God  does  afford  them 
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that  grace  which  is  requisite  to  enable  tbetn  to  be- 
lieve the  gospel :  because  without  that  grace  it  is  im- 
^  possible  for  them  to  believe  it ;  and  they  cannot  be 
*^  bound  to  believe  what  it  is  impossible  for  them  to 
**  believe."    To  which,  I  shall  only  answer,   that  by 
this  irrefragable  argument  it  is  evident,  that  wherever 
due  penalties  have   been  used,  for  those  you  tell  us  are 
sufficient  and  competent  means,  to  make  men  hear  and 
consider  as  they  ought :  there  all  men  were  brought  to 
believe  the  gospel :  which,  whether  you  will  resolve 
with  yourself  to  be  true  or  false,  will  be  to  me  indif- 
ferent, and  on  either  hand  equally  advantage  your  cause. 
Had  you  appealed  to  experience  for  the  success  of  the 
use  of  force  by  the  magistrate,  your  argument  had  not 
shown  half  so    much  depth  of  theological   learning: 
but  the  mischief  is,  that  if  you  will  not  make  it  all  of 
a  piece  scholastic ;  and  by  arguing  that  all  whom  the 
magistrates  use  force  upon,   *^  are  brought  to  consider 
'*  as  they  ought,  and  to  all  that  are  so  wrought  upon 
**  God  does  afford  that  grace  which  is  requisite ; "  and 
so  roundly  conclude  for  a  greater  success  of  force,  to 
make  men  believe  the  gospel,  than  ever  our  Saviour 
and  the  apostles  had  by  their  preaching  and  miracles : 
for  that  wrought  not  on  all ;  your  unanswerable  aigu- 
ment  comes  to  nothing.     And  in  truth,  as  you  have  in 
this  paragraph  ordered  the  matter,  by  being  too  sparing 
of  your  abstract  metaphysical  reasoning,  and  empty- 
ing it  by  halves,  we  are  fain,  after  all,  to  come  to  the 
dull  way  of  experience :  and  must  be  forced  to  count,  as 
the  parson  does  his  communicants,  by  his  Easter^Jiook, 
how  many  those  are  so  brought  to  hear  and  consider, 
to  know  how  far  God  blesses  penalties.     Indeed,  were 
it  to  be  measured  by  conforming,  the  Easter-book  would 
be  u  good  register  to  determine  it.     But  since  you  put 
it  upon  believing,  that  will  be  of  somewhat  a  harder 
disquisition. 

To  my  saying,  (upon  that  place  out  of  Isaiah,  vi.  10, 
**  Make  the  heart  of  this  people  fat,  lest  they  under- 
'^  stand,  and  convert,  and  be  healed^)  wiir  all  the  fmtre 
**  you  can  use  be  a  means  to  make  such  people  hear 
**  and  understand,  and  be  converted?"     You  reply, 
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^  No,  sir,  it  will  not.  But  what  then  7  What  if  God 
^  declares  that  he  will  not  heal  tiiose  who  have  long 
^  .resisted  all  his  ordinary  methods,  and  made  them- 
**  selves,  morally  speaking,  incurable  by  them  ?  (which 
<*  is  the  utmost,  you  say,  I  can  make  of  the  words  I 
^  quote.)  Will  it  ibllow  from  thence  that  no  good  am 
'<  be  done  by  penalties  upon  others,  who  are  not  so  ftur 
**  gone  In  wickedness  and  obstinacy  ?  If  it  will  not^  as 
**  it  is  evident  it  will  not,  to  what  purpose  is  this  said?** 
It  is  said  to  this  purpose,  viss.  to  show  that  force  ought 
not  to  be  used  at  all.  Those  ordinary  methods  which, 
resisted,  are  punished  with  a  reprobate  sense ;  are  the 
ordinary  methods  of  instruction,  without  force  2  as  is 
evident  from  this  place  and  many  others,  partlculaiiy 
Romans  i.  From  whence  I  argue ;  that  what  state 
soever  you  will  suppose  men  in,  either  as  past  or  not 
yet  come  to  the  day  of  grace ;  nobody  can  be  justified 
in  using  fprce  to  work  upon  them.  For  till  the  ordi^ 
nary  methods  of  instruction  and  persuasion  can  do  no 
more,  force  is  not  necessary ;  for  you  cannot  say,  what 
other  means  is  there  left,  and  so  by  your  own  rule,  not 
lawful.  For  till  God  hath  pronounced  this  sentence 
here,  on  any  one,  ^'  make  his  heart  fat,''  &c.  the  ordi- 
nary means  of  instruction  and  persuasion  may,  by  the 
assistance  of  God's  grace,  prevail.  And  when  this  sen- 
tence is  once  passed  upon  them,  and  *'  God  will  not 
"^^  affiml  them  his  grace  to  heal  them ;''  (I  take  it,  you 
confess  in  this  place ;)  I  am  sure  you  must  confess,  your 
force  to  be  wholly  useless,  and  so  utterly  impertinent;  un- 
less that  can  be  pertinent  to  be  used,  which  you  own  can 
do  nothing*  80  that  whether  it  will  follow  or  no,  ftom 
men's  being  given  up  to  a  reprobate  mind,  for  having 
resisted  the  preaching  of  salvation,  *^  that  no  good  can 
^*  be  done  by  penalties  upon  others;**  this  wiU  follow, 
that  not  knowing  whether  preaching  may  not,  by  the 
grace  of  God,  yet  work  upon  them  ;  or  whether  the  day 
of  grace  be  past  with  them ;  neither  you  nor  any  body 
else  can  say  that  force  is  necessary ;  and  if  it  be  not  ne- 
cessary, you  yourself  tell  us  it  is  not  to  be  used. 

In  your  next  paragraph,  you  complain  of  me,  as  re- 
presenting your  argument,  as  you  eay«  ^  I  commonly 
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^  doj  as  if  you  aUowed  any  magistrate,  of  what  religion 
*'  soever,  to  lay  penalties  upon  all  that  dissent  from 
**  him."  Unhappy  magistrates  that  have  not  your 
allowance !  But  to  console  them^  I  imagine  they  will 
find  that  they  are  all  under  the  same  obligation,  one  as 
another,  to  propagate  the  religion  they  believe  to  be  the 
true ;  whether  you  allow  it  them  or  no.  For  to  go  no 
farther  than  the  first  words  of  your  argument,  which 
you  complain  I  ha.ve  misrepresented,  and  which  you  tell 
tee  runs  thus,  **  When  men  fly  from  the  means  of  right 
^  information ;"  I  ask  you  here,  who  shall  be  judge 
of  those  means  of  right  information ;  the  magistrate 
who  joins  force  with  them  to  make  them  be  hearkened 
to,  or  no  ?  When  you  have  answered  that,  you  will 
have  resolved  a  great  part  of  the  question,  what  magis- 
trates are  to  use  force  ? 

But  that  you  may  not  complain  again  of  my  misre- 
presenting,  I  must  beg  my  i*eaders  leave  to  set  down 
your  argument  at  large  in  your  own  words,  and  all  you 
say  upon  it :  **  When  men  fly  from  the*  means  of  a  right 
**  information,  and  will  not  so  much  as  consider  how 
^  reasonable  it  is  thoroughly  and  impartially  to  ex- 
<<  amine  a  religion,  which  tliey  embraced  upon  such 
**  inducements  as  ought  to  have  no  sway  at  all  in  the 
'*  matter,  and  therefore  with  little  or  no  examination 
of  the  proper  grounds  of  it ;  what  human  method 
can  be  used  to  bring  them  to  act  like  men  in  an  affair 
**  of  such  consequence,  and  to  make  a  wiser  and  more 
rational  choice,  but  that  of  laying  such  penalties 
upon  them  as  may  balance  the  weight  of  those  pre^ 
judices,  which  inclined  them  to  prefer  a  fidse  way 
**  before  the  true  ?"  &c.  Now  this  argument,  you  tdl 
me,  I  pret'^d  to  retort  in  this  manner :  *^  and  I  say, 
*^  I  see  no  other  means  left,  (taking  the  world  as  we 
'*  now  find  it,  wherein  the  magistrate  never  lays  penal- 
^  ties  for  matters  of  religion  upon  those  of  his  own 
**  church,  nor  is  it  to  be  expected  they  ever  should,)  to 
'*  make  men  of  the  national  church,  any-where,  tho- 
'^  roughly  and  impartially  examine  a  religion,  which 
they  embraced  upon  such  inducements  as  ought  to 
^  have  mo  sway  at  all  in  th^  matter,  and  therefore 
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'^  little  or  no  examination  of  the  proper  grounds  of  it ; 
*^  and  therefore  I  conclude  the  use  of  force  by  dissenters 
**  upon  conformists  necessary.  I  appeal  to  all  the 
**  world,  whether  this  be  not  as  just  and  natural  a  con- 
"  elusion  as  yours?"  And  you  say  you  are  "  well  con- 
tent the  world  should  judge.  And  when  it  deter- 
mines, that  there  is  the  same  reason  to  say^  that  to 
*^  bring  those  who  conform  to  the  national  church  to 
**  examine  their  religion,  it  is  necessary  for  dissenters 
**  (who  cannot  possibly  have  the  coactive  power,  bes^ 
**  cause  the  national  church  has  that  on  its  side,  and 
cannot  be  national  without  it)  to  use  force  upon  con- 
formists ;  as  there  is  to  say,  that  where  the  national 
**  church  is  the  true  church,  there  to  bring  dissenters 
(as  I  call  them)  to  examine  their  religion,  it  is  ne- 
cessary for  the  magistrate  (who  has  the  coactive 
power)  to  lay  moderate  penalties  upon  them  for  dis- 
senting :  you  say,  when  the  world  determines  thus, 
you  will  never  pretend  any  more  to  judge  what  is  rea- 
"  sonable,  in  any  case  whatsoever.  For  you  doubt  not 
^^  but  you  may  safely  presume,  that  the  world  will  easily 
**  admit  these  two  things.  1.  That  though  it  be  very 
*^  fit  and  desirable,  that  all  that  are  of  the  true  religion, 
**  should  understand  the  true  grounds  of  it ;  that  so 
**  they  may  be  the  better  able  both  to  defend  them- 
*^  selves  against  the  assaults  of  seducers,  and  to  reduce 
such  as  are  out  of  the  way ;  yet  this  is  not  strictly  ne- 
cessary to  their  salvation  :  because  experience  shows 
(as  far  as  men  are  capable  to  judge  of  such  matters) 
that  many  do  heartily  believe  and  profess  the  true 
religion,  and  conscientiously  practise  the  duties  of  it, 
who  yet  do  not  understand  the  true  grounds  upon 
which  it  challenges  their  belief:  and  no  man  doubts, 
but  whosoever  docs  so  believe,  profess,  and  practise 
**  the  true  religion,  if  he  perseveres  to  the  end,  shall 
*^  certainly  attain  salvation  by  it.  2.  That  how  much 
soever  it  concerns  those  who  reject  the  true  religion 
(whom  I  may  call  dissenters  if  I  please)  to  examine 
and  consider  why  they  do  so ;  and  how  needful  so- 
ever penalties  may  be  to  bring  them  to  this ;  it  is, 
*^  however,  utterly  unreasonable,  that  such  as  have  not 
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<*  the  cotetiyd  power  should  take  upon  them  to  in- 
^  diet  penalties  for  that  purpose :  because,  as  that  is 
^  not  consistent  with  onler  and  gotemment,  which 
•*  cannot  stand,  where  private  persons  are  permitted  to 
••  usnrp  the  coactive  power ;  so  there  is  nothing  more 
^  manifest,  than  that  the  prejudice  which  is  done  to 
**  religion,  and  to  the  interest  of  men's  souls,  by  de- 
•*  stroying  government,  does  infinitely  outweigh  any 
'*  good  that  can  possibly  be  done  by  that  which  de- 
'^  strors  it.  And  whoever  admits  and  considers  these 
^  things,  you  say,  you  are  very  secure  will  be  far  enough 
••  fi*om  admitting,  that  there  is  any  parity  of  reason  in 
^  the  cases  we  here  speak  of,  or  that  mine  is  as  just  and 
^  natural  a  conclusion  as  yours.** 

The  sum  of  what  you  say,  amounts  to  thus  much : 
men  being  apt  to  take  up  their  religion,  upon  induce- 
ments that  ought  to  have  no  sway  at  all  in  the  matter, 
and  so,  with  little  or  no  examination  of  the  grounds  of 
It;  therefore  penalties  are  necessary  to  be  laid  on  them, 
to  make  them  thoroughly  and  impartially  examine. 
But  yet  penalties  need  not  be  laid  on  conformists^  in 
England,  to  make  them  examine;  because  they,  and 
you,  believe  yours  to  be  the  true  religion :  though  it 
must  be  laid  on  presbyterians  and  independents,  &c. 
to  make  them  examine,  though  they  believe  theirs  to 
be  the  true  religion,  because  you  believe  it  not  to  be  so. 
But  you  give  another  very  substantial  reason,  why  pe- 
nalties cannot  be  laid  on  conformists,  to  make  them 
examine ;  and  that  is,  '*  because  the  national  church 
*  has  the  coactive  power  on  its  side,**  and  therefore 
they  have  no  need  of  penalties  to  make  them  examine. 
The  national  church  of  France,  too,  has  the  coactive 
powet  on  its  side,  and  therefore,  they  who  are  of  it  have 
no  need^of  penalties,  any  of  them,  to  make  them 
examine. 

If  your  argument  be  good,  that  men  take  up  their 
religions  upon  wrong  inducements,  and  without  due 
examination  of  the  proper  grounds  of  it;  and  that 
therefore  they  have  need  of  penalties  to  be  laid  on  them 
to  make  them  examine^  as  they  ought,  the  grounds  of 
theif  ttligioti ;  you  must  confi^  there  ate  some  \n  the 


fdiwok  of  Riglaadv  to  irhom  peQaUSa  •!«  tiMMMrj ; 
unkta  you  wOl  i^itn,  that  aU,  wtio  «i«  in  the  mm- 
nmoton  of  the  duirch  of  Eoifland,  have  w  exwoimeii ; 
but  that  I  think  you  will  not  do»  however  y<eii  ^wh^ 
vour  to  palliate  their  ignorance  ixiA  nc^gUgjenae  i«  tWi 
matter.  There  being  U^refore  a  need  of  pesakiefc  I 
aay,  it  is  m  necessary  that  presbyterians  ahMld  Uy  pe-> 
naities  on  tiie  conformists  of  the  chiuvh  of  Eiitgland  (o 
make  them  examiney  as  for  the  chimrh  «f  Egglaiid  to 
lay  penalties  on  the  presbyteriass  to  make  them  4o 
so:  for  they  each  equally  believe  their  idigiaB  to  be 
true;  and  we  suppose,  on  both  sides,  4^epe  arp  tlM^se 
who  have  not  duly  examined.  But  liere  you  Hmk  you 
have  a  sure  advantage,  by  saying  it  is  not  oomastettt 
with  the  ''  order  of  governtnent)  a«4  so  it  is  wrpsaofei*^ 
^  cable.**  I  easily  grant  it.  But  is  yows  foore  pnao- 
tioable  ?  When  you  can  make  your  way  practioriile,  tfor 
the  end  for  which  you  pretend  it  necessary,  vis.  to  make 

all,  who  have  taken  up  their  rdigim  «pon  suali  m^ 

ducements  as  ought  to  have  no  s^way  ^at  <att  Jv  Ibe 
^  matter,  to  examine  thoroughly  aiid  imparliB%  the 
**  proper  grounds  of  it ;"  when,  I  ssi^y,  you  cam  flhow 
your  way  practicable,  to  this  end,  you  wtiMia;i^e  cleared 
it  of  one  main  objection,  and  convin<jed  the  world  that, 
yours  is  a  more  just  and  natural  corichision  ihan^mine. 

If  your  cause  were  capable  of  f  my  other  defeneo,  |E 
suppose  we  should  not  have  had  so  ^iOQg  and  elaborate  an 
answer  as  you  have  given  ws  in  t'nis  paragraph^  which 
at  last  bottoms  only  on  these  two  things :  1.  That  tbere 
are  in  you,  or  those  of  your  ch'jffeb,  some  approoehes^ 
towardb  infallibility  in  your  belief  that  your  religion  lis** 
true,  which  is  not  to  be  allowed  ihose  of  other  ehurehesy 
in  the  belief  of  theirs.  S*  Thai  d«  ^  enough  if  any  •  one 
does  but  conform  to  it,  and  rcanaon  in  the  communiwoi 
of  your  church :  or  else  one  would  think  there  should 
be  as  much  need  for  conC&rmiMs  toe  i  of  your  diureh  to 
examine  the  grounds  oTtileirapeiiiBi'an,  as  for  any^  others. 

'' To  undentand  the  truegrasm dsof the^truerelifl^ 
**  is  not,  you  say,  strictly  necessar/ to  ^sai  vat  ion.**  Yet, 
I  think,  you  will  uot  deny  bat  it  Us  «s  ttrictiy  necessary 
to  salvation,  as  it,  is  to  confimn  to  i  a.mdtionalf  church ». in  : 
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all  those  things  it  imposes :  some  whereof  are  not  ne* 
cessary  to  salvation ;  some  whereof  are  acknowledged 
bj  all  to  be  indifferent;  and  some  whereof,  to  some 
conscientious  men,  who  thereupon  decline  communion, 
appear  unsound  or  unlawful.  If  not  being  strictly  ne- 
cessary to  salvation,  will  excuse  from  penalties  in  the 
one  case,  why  will  it  not  in  the  other  ?  And  now  I  shall 
excuse  the  world  from  determining  my  conclusion  to  be 
as  natural  as  yours :  for  it  is  pity  so  reasonable  a  dis- 
putant as  you  are,  should  take  so  desperate  a  resolution 
as  **  never  to  pretend  any  more  to  judge  what  is  reason* 
•*  able  in  any  case  whatsoever." 

Whether  you  have  proved  that  force,  used  by  the 
magistrate,  be  a  means  prescribed  by  God  to  procure 
the  gift  of  faith  from  him,  which  is  all  you  say  in  the 
next  paragraph,  others  must  judge. 

In  that  following,  you  quote  these  words  of  mine*: 
*'  If  all  the  means  God  has  appointed  to  make  men 
'*  hear  and  consider,  be  exhortation  in  season  and  out 
*^  of  season,  &c.  together  with  prayer  for  them,  and  the 
^'  example  of  meekness,  and  a  good  life;  this  is  all 
ought  to  be  done,  whether  they  will  hear,  or  whether 
they  will  forbear.'*     To  which  you  thus  reply,  "  But 
^'  if  these  be  not  all  the  means  God  has  appointed,  then 
''  these  things  are  not  all  that  ought  to  be  done."    But 
if  I  ask  you,  How  do  you  know  that  this  is  not  all  God 
lias  appointed  ?  you  have  nothing  to  answer,  to  bring 
it  to  your  present  purpose,  but  that  you  know  it  by  the 
light  of  nature.   For  all  you  say  is  but  this,  that  by  the 
4ight  of  nature  you  know  force  to  be  useful  and  neces- 
sary to  bring  men  into  the  way  of  salvation ;  by  the 
Jight  of  nature  you  know  the  magistrate  has  a  com  mis- 
"sion  to  use  force  to  that  purpose ;  and  by  the  same  light 
»of  nature,  you  know  that  miracles  were  appointed  to 
supply  the  want  of  force  till  the  magistrates  were  chris- 
'tians.     I  imagine^  sir,  you  would  scarce  have  thought 
4his  a  reasonable  answer,  if  you  had  taken  notice  of  my 
fwords  in  the  same  paragraph  immediately  preceding 
'those  you  have  cited ;  which,  that  you  may  see  the  scope 
of  my  argument,  I  will  here  trouble  you  again ;  and 
they  are  these  :  ^  It  is  not  for  you  and  me,  out  of  an 
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'*  imagination  that  they  may  be  useful^  or  are  necessary^ 
^  to  prescribe  means  in  the  great  and  mysterious  work 
^  of  salvation,  other  than  what  God  himself  has  di- 
rected. Gkxi  has  appointed  force  as  useful  and  ne- 
cessary, and  therefore  it  is  to  be  used ;  is  a  way 
of  arguing  becoming  the  ignorance  and  humility  of 
poor  creatures.  But  I  think  force  useful  or  neces- 
sary, and  therefore  it  is  to  be  used ;  has  methinks  a 
**  little  too  much  presumption  in  it.  You  ask  what 
means  else  is  there  left  ?  None,  say  I,  to  be  used  by 
man,  but  what  God  himself  has  directed  in  the  scrip- 
tures, wherein  are  contained  all  the  means  and  me- 
^  thods  of  salvation.  Faith  is  the  gift  of  God.  And 
we  are  not  to  use  any  other  means  to  procure  this 
gift  to  any  one,  but  what  God  himself  has  prescribed. 
If  he  has  there  appointed^  that  any  should  be  forced 
to  hear  those  who  tell  them  they  have  mistaken  their 
**  way,  and  offer  to  show  them  the  right ;  and  that  they 
should  be  punished  by  the  magistrate,  if  they  did  not ; 
it  will  be  past  doubt,  it  is  to  be  made  use  of.  But 
till  that  can  be  done,  it  will  be  in  vain  to  say,  what 
"  other  means  is  there  left." 

My  argument  here  lies  plainly  in  this :  That  all  the 
means  and  methods  of  salvation  are  contained  in  the 
scripture:  which  either  you  were  to  have  denied,  or 
else  have  shown  where  it  was  in  scripture,  that  force 
was  appointed.  But  instead  of  that,  you  tell  us,  that 
God  appointed  miracles  in  the  beginning  of  the  gospel. 
And  though,  when  these  ceased,  the  means  I  mention 
were  all  the  ministers  had  left,  yet  this  proves  not  that 
the  magistrate  was  not  to  use  force.  Your  words  are, 
"  As  to  the  first  spreaders  of  the  gospel,  it  has  already 
'*  been  shown,  that  God  appointed  other  means  be* 
**  sides  these  for  them  to  use,  to  induce  men  to  hear 
**  and  consider :  and  though  when  those  extraordinary 
*'  means  ceased,  these  means  which  I  mention  (viz. 
preaching,  &c.)  were  the  only  means  left  to  the  mi- 
nisters of  the  gospel ;  yet  that  is  no  proof  that  the 
magistrate,  when  he  became  christian,  could  not 
lawfully  use  such  means  as  his  station  enabled  him  to 
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*"  ute,  when  they  becamo  needfiiK**  I  aid,  in  express 
words,  **  no  means  was  to  be  used  by  man*  but  what  GcmI 
**  himself  has  directed  in  the  scripture."  And  you  an« 
swer,  this  is  no  pnx^  that  the  christian  magistrate  may 
not  use  force*  Perhaps  when  they  so  peremptorily  in«» 
terpose  their  decisive  decrees  in  the  business  of  salva-* 
tion,  establish  religions  by  laws  and  penalties,  with  what 
articles,  creedsi  ceremonies,  and  discipline^  they  tfainic 
fit ;  (for  this  we  see  done  almost  in  all  countries ;)  when 
they  force  nden  to  hear  those,  and  those  only^  who  by 
their  authority  are  chosen  and  allowed  to  tell  men  they 
have  mistaken  their  way,  and  offer  to  show  Ihem  the 
right ;  it  may  be  thought  necessary  to  prove  magistrates 
to  be  men.  If  that  needs  no  proof,  what  I  said  needs 
some  other  answer. 

But  let  us  examine  a  little  the  parts  of  what  you  here 
say :  **  As  to  the  first  spreaders  of  the  gospel,  say  you, 
*^  it  has  already  been  shown,  that  God  appointed  other 
'^  means  besides  exhortation  in  season  and  out  of  season, 
**  prayer^  and  the  example  of  a  good  life ;  for  them  to 
*^  use  to  induce  men  to  hear  and  consider."  What 
were  those  other  means  ?  To  that  you  answer  readily^ 
mirades.  Ergo,  men  are  directed  now  by  scripture  to 
use  miracles.  Or  else  what  answer  do  you  make  to  my 
aigument,  which  I  gave  you  in  these  words,  **No 
'^  means  is  to  be  used  by  man,  but  what  God  himself 
**  has  directed  in  the  scriptures,  wherein  are  contained 
**  all  the  means  and  methods  <rf*  salvation  ?"  No>  they 
cannot  use  miracles  now  as  a  means,  say  you,  for  they 
have  them  not.  What  then  ?  Therefore  the  magistrate, 
who  has  it,  must  use  force  to  supply  the  want  of  those 
extraordinary  means  which  are  now  ceased.  This  in- 
deed is  an  inference  of  yours,  but  not  of  the  scriptures. 
Does  the  scripture  say  any  thing  of  this  ?  Not  a  word ; 
not  so  much  as  the  k^ast  intimation  towards  it  in  all  the 
New  Testament.  Be  it  then  true  or  false,  that  force  is 
a  means  to  be  used  by  men  in  the  absence  of  miracles ; 
this  is  yet  no  answer  to  my  argument :  this  is  no  proof 
that  it  is  appointed  in  scripture ;  which  is  the  thing  oiy 
argument  turns  on. 
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Esvdation  tbm  fails  yon.  Let  at  see  now  hem  roa- 
90D  end  common  seiife»  that  common  light  of  natttte, 
will  help  you  out. 

You  then  reason  thus :  bare  preadiing,  &c.  will  not 
prevail  on  men  to  hear  and  consider ;  and  therdbre  some 
other  means  is  necessary  to  make  them  do  so.  Pray 
what  do  you  mean  by  men,  or  any  other  of  those  fai* 
definite  terms,  you  have  always  used  in  this  case  ?  Is  it 
that  bare  preaching  will  prevail  on  no  men  ?  Does  rea-' 
son  (under  which  I  comprehend  experience  too,  and 
all  the  ways  of  knowledge  contra-diBtinppiished  to  reve* 
lation)  discover  any  such  thing  to  you  ?  I  imagine  you 
will  not  say  that ;  or  pretend  that  nobody  was  ever 
brought^  by  preaching  or  persuasion,  to  hear  and  oan« 
sider  the  truths  of  the  gospd,  (mean  by  considering  what 
you  will,)  without  other  means  used  by  those  who  ap« 
plied  themselves  to  the  care  of  converting  them.  To 
such  therefore  as  may  be  brought  to  hear  and  consideri 
without  other  means^  you  will  not  say  that  othar  means 
are  necessary* 

In  the  next  place,  therefore,  When  you  say  bare 
preaching  will  not  prevail  on  men,  do  you  mean  that  it 
will  not  prevail  on  all  men,  and  therefore  it  is  necessary 
that  men  should  use  other  means?  Neither,  I  think, 
wUl  reason  authorise  you  to  draw  such  a  consequence : 
because  neither  will  preaching  alone,  nor  preaching  as«^ 
sisted  with  force,  or  any  other  means  man  can  use,  pre- 
vail on  all  men.  And  therefore  no  other  means  can  be 
pretended  to  be  necessary  to  be  used  by  man,  to  do  what 
men  by  those  means  never  did,  nor  ever  can  do. 

That  some  men  shall  be  saved,  and  not  all,  is,  I 
think,  past  question  to  all  that  are  christians :  and  those 
that  shaU  be  saved,  it  is  plain,  are  the  elect.  If  you  think 
not  this  plain  enough  in  scripture,  I  desii^  you  to  turn 
to  the  seventeenth  of  the  XXXIX  articles  of  the  church 
of  England,  where  you  will  read  these  words :  **  Pre- 
*^  destination  to  life  is  the  everiasting  purpose  of  God, 
^  whereby  (before  the  foundations  of  the  worki  were 
*  laid)  he  hath  constantly  decreed  by  his  counsel  secret 
'  to  us,  to  deUver  from  curse  and  damnation  those 
*'  whom  he  has  chosen  in  Christ  out  of  mankind,  and 
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to  bring  them  by  Christ  to  everiasting  salvation,  as 
vessels  made  to  honour.  Wherefore  they  which  be 
**  endued  with  so  excellent  a  benefit  of  God»  be  called 
**  according  to  God's  purpose  by  his  spirit  working  in 
**  due  season ;  they  through  grace  obey  the  calling ; 
*'  they  be  justified  freely ;  they  be  made  sons  of  God  by 
*'  adoption ;  they  be  made  like  the  image  of  his  only 
*'  begotten  Son  Jesus  Christ ;  they  walk  religiously  in 
"  good  Works;  and  at  length,  by  God's  mercy,  they 
**  attain  to  everlasting  felicity."  Now  pray  tell  me 
whether  bare  preaching  will  not  prevail  on  all  the  elect 
to  hear  and  consider  without  other  means  to  be  used  by 
men.  If  you  say  it  will ;  the  necessity  of  your  other 
means,  I  think,  is  out  of  doors.  If  you  say  it  will  not ;  I 
desire  you  to  tell  me  how  you  do  know  it  without  revela- 
tion ?  And  whether  by  your  own  reason  you  can  tell  us, 
whether  any,  and  what  means  Gkxl  has  made  necessary 
besides  what  he  has  appointed  in  scripture  for  the  call- 
ing his  elect  ?  When  you  can  do  this,  we  shall  think 
you  no  ordinary  divine,  nor  a  stranger  to  the  secret 
counsels  of  the  infinitely  wise  God.  But  till  then 
your  mixing  your  opinion  with  the  divine  wisdom  in 
the  great  work  of  salvation,  and,  from  arguments  of 
congruity,  taking  upon  you  to  declare  the  necessity  or 
usefulness  of  means,  which  God  has  not  expressly  di- 
rected, for  the  gathering  in  of  his  elect ;  will  scarce  au- 
thorize the  magistrate  to  use  his  coactive  power  for  the 
edifying  and  completing  the  body  of  Christ,  which  is 
his  church.  **  Those  whom  God  hath  chosen  in  Christ 
**  out  of  mankind,  before  the  foundations  of  the  world, 
are  called  according  to  God's  purpose,  by  his  spirit 
working  in  due  season,  and  through  grace  obey  the 
calling;"  say  you  in  your  article.*  The  outward 
means  that  God  has  appointed  for  this,  is  preaching. 
Ay,  but  preaching  is  not  enough ;  that  is,  is  not  suffi* 
cient  means,  say  you.  And  I  ask  you  how  you  know 
it ;  since  the  scripture,  which  declares  all  that  we  can 
know  in  this  matter,  says  nothing  of  the  insufficiency  of 
it,  or  of  the  necessity  of  any  other  ?  Nor  can  there  be  a 
necessity  of  any  other  means  than  what  God  expreasiy 
appoints,  in  a  matter  wherein  no  means  can  operate  ef- 
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fedlually,  without  th^  as^tance  of  his  ^ce;  and  where 
the  assistance  of  liis  grace  can  make  any  outward  means, 
he  appoints  effectual. 

I  must  desire  you  here  to  take  notice,  that  by  preach- 
ing which  I  use  for  shortness,  I  mean  exhortation, 
{instruction,  intreaty,  praying  for;  and,  in  fine,  any 
outward  means  of  persuasion  in  the  power  of  man,  se« 
parate  from  force. 

You  tell  us  here,  ''as  to  the  first  spreaders  of  the 
"  gospel,  Grod  appointed  other  means,  viz.  miracles, 
''  for  them  to  use  to  induce  men  to  hear  and  consider." 
If  by  the  first  spreaders  of  the  gospel,  you  mean  the 
twelve  apostles  and  seventy  disciples,  whom  Christ  him* 
self  sent  to  preach  the  gosj)el ;  they  indeed  were  ap« 
pointed,  by  his  immediate  command,  to  show  mira- 
cles by  the  power  which  he  had  bestowed  upon  them. 
But  will  you  say,  all  the  ministers  and  preachers  of  the 
gospel  had  such  a  commission,  and  such  a  power,  all 
along  fW)m  the  apostles  time ;  and  that  they,  every  one, 
did  actually  show  miracles  to  induce  men  to  hear  and 
consider,  quite  down  till  Christianity  was  supported  by 
the  law  of  the  empire?  Unless  you  could  show  this, 
though  you  could  produce  some  well-attested  miracles, 
done  by  some  men  in  every  age  till  that  time ;  yet  it 
would  not  be  sufficient  to  prove  that  miracles  were  ap<* 
pointed  to  be  constantly  used  to  induce  men  to  hear  and 
consider ;  and  so  by  your  reasoning  to  supply  the  want 
of  force,  till  that  necessary  assistance  could  be  had  from 
the  authority  of  the  magistrate  become  christian.  For 
since  it  is  what  you  build  upon,  that  men  will  not  hear 
and  consider  upon  bare  preaching :  and  I  think  you  will 
forwardly  enough  agree,  that  till  Christianity  was  made 
the  religion  of  the  empire,  there  were  those  every-where 
that  heard  the  preachers  of  it  so  little,  or  so  little  con- 
sidered what  they  said,  that  they  rejected  the  gospel ; 
and  that  therefore  miracles  or  force  are  necessary  means 
to  make  men  hear  and  consider ;  you  must  own  that 
those  who  preached  without  the  power  of  miracles,  or 
the  coactive  power  of  the  magistrate  ac(;ompanying 
them^  were  unfurnished  of  competent  and  sufficient 
means  to  make  men  hear  and  consider ;  and  so  to  bring 


them  to  the  true  reli|[io0.  If  you  will  tmy  tkie  miractes 
doB9  bj  othen  were  eoough  to  aooompany  their  preoDb* 
ing  to  make  it  be  heard  and  consid^'ed ;  the  preaching 
of  the  mini8ter$  at  this  day  is  bo  accompanied,  and  so 
will  need  no  assistance  of  force  from  the  magistrate. 
If  the  report  of  miracles  done  by  one  minister  of  the 
gospel  some  time  before^  and  in  another  place,  were 
sufficient  to  make  the  preaching  of  ten  or  a  thousand 
others  be  heard  and  considered ;  why  is  it  not  so  now  ? 
For  the  credibility  and  attestation  of  the  report  is  all 
that  is  of  moment,  when  miracles  done  by  others  in 
other  places  are  the  argument  that  prevails.  But  this, 
I  fear^  will  not  serve  your  turn  in  the  business  of  pe* 
nalties ;  and,  whatever  might  satisfy  you  in  the  qase  of 
miracles,  I  doubt  you  would  net  think  the  salvation  of 
souU  sufficiently  provided  for,  if  the  report  of  the  force 
of  penalties^  used  some  time  since  on  one  side  of  the 
Tweed,  were  all  that  should  assist  the  preachers  of  the 
true  r^igion  on  the  other,  to  make  men  hear  and  con« 
sider. 

SU  Paul>  in  his  epistle  to  Titus,  instructs  him  what 
he,  and  the  presbyters  he  should  ordain  in  the  dties  of 
Crete,  were  to  do  for  the  propagating  of  the  gospel,  and 
bringing  men  heartily  to  embrace  it.  His  directions 
are,  that  they  should  be  "  blamelessi  not  rioters,  not 
"  self-willed,  not  soon  angry,  not  given  to  wine  or 
^  filthy  lucre,  not  strikers,  not  unruly ;  lovers  of  hospi- 
**  tality,  and  of  good  men;  sober,  just,  hdy,  tempe- 
^  rate;  to  be  aUe  by  sound  doctrine  both  to  exhort 
and  convince  gainsayers ;  in  all  things  to  be  a  pai* 
tern  of  good  works ;  in  doctrine  showing  uncorrupt* 
edness,  gravity,  sincerity,  sound  speedi  that  oaimot 
<<  be  condemned,  that  he  that  is  of  the  contrary  part 
**  may  be  ashamed,  having  no  evil  to  say  of  you.  These 
**  things  ^peak,  and  exhort,  and  rebuke,  with  all  au- 
*'  thority.  Avoid  foolish  questions,  and  genealogies^ 
**  and  contentions.  A  man  that  is  an  heretic,  i^er 
**  the  first  and  second  admonition,  reject,**  To  repay 
you  the  favour  of  your  Gredk,  it  is  v»p«m ;  whidi^  if  I 
may  take  yom*  liberty  of  receding  fi:«m  our  txasislatioOy 
I  would  read  *'  avoid/* 
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The  Cretans,  by  the  account  St.  Paul  ^V6s  cxf  them, 
Were  a  people  that  would  require  all  the  means  that 
were  needftil  to  prevail  with  any  strangers  to  the  gospel 
to  hear  and  consider.  But  yet  we  find  nothing  directed 
for  the  support  and  propagation  of  the  gospel  in  this 
island^  but  preaching,  exhortation,  reproof,  &c.  with 
the  example  of  a  good  life.  In  all  this  epistle,  writ  on 
purpose  to  instruct  the  preachers  of  the  gospel,  in  the 
means  they  were  to  iise  among  the  Cretans,  for  their 
conversion,  not  a  word  about  miracles,  their  power,  Of 
use :  which  one  would  thinlc  strange,  if  they  were  the 
means  appointed,  and  necessary  to  make  men  hear  and 
consider,  and  without  which  they  would  not  do  it. 
Preachings  admonition,  exhortation,  intreaties,  instruct 
tion,  by  the  common  light  of  reason,  were  known,  and 
natural  to  be  used,  to  persuade  men.  There  needed 
not  much  to  l)e  said  to  convince  men  of  it.  But,  if  miracles 
were  a  necessary  means,  it  was  a  means  wholly  new,  un- 
expected, and  out  of  the  power  of  other  teachers.  And 
therefore  one  would  think,  if  they  were  appointed  for 
the  ends  you  propose,  one  should  hear  something  of 
that  appointment :  since  that  they  were  to  be  used  ;  or 
how,  and  when  ;  was  farther  from  common  apprehension, 
and  seems  to  need  some  particular  direction. 

If  you  say  the  same  spirit  that  gave  them  the  power 
of  miracles,  would  also  give  them  the  knowledge  both 
that  they  had  it,  and  how  to  use  it ;  I  am  far  enough 
firom  limiting  the  operations  of  that  infinitely  wise 
spirit,  who  will  not  fail  to  bring  all  the  elect  of  God 
into  the  obedience  of  truth,  by  those  means,  and  in  that 
manner  he  shall  think  necessary.  But  yet  our  Saviour, 
when  he  sent  abroad  his  disciples,  with  the  power  of 
miracles,  not  only  put  it  in  their  commission,  whereby 
they  were  informed,  that  they  had  that  extraordinary 
gift,  but  added  instructions  to  them  in  the  use  of  it : 
**  Freely  you  have  received,  fireely  give  ;**  a  caution  as 
necessary  to  the  Cretan  elders,  in  the  use  of  miracles, 
if  they  had  that  power ;  there  being  nothing  matt  liable 
to  be  turned  to  the  advantage  of  filthy  lucre. 

I  do  not  question  but  the  spirit  of  God  might  give 
the  power,  and  stir  up  the  mind  of  the  first  spruders  of 
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the  gospel  to  do  mirades  on  some  extraordinary  occa- 
sion. But  if  they  were  a  necessary  means  to  make 
men  hear  and  consider  what  was  preached  to  them,  till 
force  supplied  their  place,  and  so  were  ordinarily  to  ac- 
company the  preaching  of  the  gospel,  unless  it  should 
be  preached  without  the  means  appointed  and  necessary 
to  make  it  prevail ;  I  think  in  that  case  we  may  expect 
it  should  expressly  have  made  a  part  of  the  preacher  s 
commission  ;  it  making  a  necessary  part  of  the  effectual 
execution  of  his  function. 

But  the  apostle,  it  seems,  thought  fit  to  Uy  the  stress 
upon  instructing  others,  and  living  well  themselves; 
upon  **  being  instant  in  season  and  out  of  season ;"  and 
therefore  directs  all  his  advices  for  the  ordering  the  Cre- 
tan church,  and  the  propagating  the  gospel  there,  to 
make  them  attend  to  those  necessary  things  of  life  and 
doctrine,  without  so  much  as  mentioning  the  appoint- 
ment, need,  or  use  of  miracles. 

I  said,  **  But  whatever  neglect  or  avei'sion  there  is  in 
**  some  men,  impartially  and  thoroughly  to  be  instruct- 
**  ed;  there  will,  upon  a  due  examination,  I  fear,  be 
**  found  no  less  a  neglect  and  aversion  in  others,  im- 
partially and  thoroughly  to  instruct  them.  It  is  not 
the  talking  even  general  truths  in  plain  and  dear 
language ;  much  less  a  man's  own  fancies  in  scholas- 
tical  or  uncommon  ways  of  speaking,  an  hour  or  two, 
once  a  week,  in  public;  that  is  enough  to  instruct 
even  willing  hearers  in  the  way  of  salvation,  and  the 
grounds  of  their  religion ;"  and  that  politic  discourses 
and  invectives  from  the  pulpit,  instead  of  friendly  and 
christian  debates  with  people  at  their  houses,  were  not 
the  proper  means  to  inform  men  in  the  foundations  of 
religion ;  and  that  if  there  were  not  a  neglect  in  this 
part,  I  thought  there  would  be  little  need  of  any  other 
means.  To  this,  you  tell  me,  in  the  next  paragraph, 
**  you  do  not  see  how  pertinent  my  discourse,  about 
**  this  matter,  is  to  the  present  question."  If  the 
showing  the  neglects,  observable  in  the  use  of  what  is 
agreed  to  be  necessary  means,  will  not  be  allowed  by 
you  to  be  pertinent,  in  a  debate  about  necessary  means ; 
when  possibly  those  very  neglects  may  serve  to  make 
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other  means  seem  requisite^  which  really  are  not  so; 
yet  if  you  are  not  of  those  who  will  never  think  any 
such  discourse  pertinent ;  you  will  allow  me  to  mind  you 
of  it  again,  as  not  impertinent  in  answer  to  your  last 
letler,  wherein  you  so  often  tell  us  of  the  suflScient 
provision  made  for  instruction.  For  wherever  the  neg- 
lect be,  it  can  scarce  be  said  there  is  sufficient  provi- 
sion made  for  instruction  in  a  christian  country,  where 
great  numbers  of  those,  who  are  in  the  communion  of 
the  national  church,  are  gprossly  ignorant  of  the  grouiJds 
of  the  christian  religion.  And  I  ask  you,  whether  it 
be  in  respect  of  such  conformists  you  say,  as  you  do  in 
the  same  paragraph,  that  **  when  the  best  provision  is 
**  made  that  can  be,  for  the  instruction  of  the  people, 
**  you  fear  a  great  part  of  them  will  still  need  some 
*'  moderate  penalties  to  bring  them  to  hear  and  receive 
**  instruction?" 

But  what  if  all  the  means  that  can,  be  not  used  for 
their  instruction  ?  That  there  are  neglects  of  this  kind, 
you  will,  I  suppose,  take  the  word  of  a  reverend  pi^clate 
of  our  church,  who  thought  he  could  not  better  show 
his  good-will  to  the  clergy,  than  by  a  seasonable  dis- 
course of  the  pastoral  care,  to  cure  that  neglect  for  the 
future*  There  he  tells  you,  p.  115,  118,  that  **  mini- 
**  sters  should  watch  over  and  feed  their  flock,  and  not 
*'  enjoy  their  benefices  as  farms,  &c.  Which  reproach, 
^'  says  he,  whatever  we  may  be,  our  church  is  free  of; 
**  which  he  proves  by  the  stipulation  and  covenant  they 
*'  make  with  Christ,  that  they  will  never  cease  their  la- 
bour, care  and  diligence,  till  they  have  done  all  that 
lieth  in  thetn,  according  to  their  bounden  duty ;  to- 
*'  wards  all  such  as  are,  or  should  be  committed  to  their 
**  care,  to  bring  them  to  a  ripeness  of  age  in  Christ.'* 
And  a  page  or  two  after,  having  repeat^  part  of  the 
promise  by  those  who  take  orders,  he  adds :  *^  In  this  is 
**  expressed  the  so  much  neglected,  but  so  necessary 
**  duty,  which  incumbents  owe  their  flock  in  a  private 
'*  way ;  visiting,  instructing,  and  admonishing ;  which 
**  is  one  of  the  most  useful  and  important  parts  of  their 
*'  duty,  how  generally  soever  it  may  be  disused  or  for- 
''  gotten.     P.  187>  he  says,  every  priest  that  minds  his 
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f*  dtltjr  will  find,  that  no  part  (^  it  is  so  useftil  as  cate* 
^  dintical  discourses;  by  means  whereof,  his  people 
^  will  understand  all  his  sermons  the  better,  when  they 
**  have  once  a  clear  notion  of  all  those  terms  that  must 
^  run  through  them ;  for  those  not  being  understood, 
'<  renders  them  all  unintelligible.  Another  part  of  the 
**  priest's  duty  he  tells  you,  p.  301,  is  with  relation  to 
^  them  that  are  without,  who  are  of  the  side  of  the 
^  church  of  Rome,  or  among  the  dissenters.  Other 
''churches  and  Ixxlies  are  noted  for  their  zeal  in  malE-i 
*^  ing  proselytes ;  for  their  restless  endeavours,  as  well 
^  as  their  unlawful  methods  in  it :  they  reckoning  per* 
**  haps  that  all  will  be  sanctified  by  the  increasing  their 
*^  PARTY ;  which  is  the  true  name  of  making  converts ; 
^  except  they  become  at  the  same  time  good  men  as 
^  well  as  votaries  to  a  side  or  cause.  We  are  certainly 
**  very  remiss  in  this  of  both  hands.  Little  pains  is 
^  taken  to  gain  either  upon  papists  or  nonconformists : 

'<  the  LAW  HAS  BEEN  SO  MUCH  TRUSTED  TO,  that  that 

^  method  only  was  thought  sure ;  it  was  much  valued, 
^  and  others  at  the  same  time  were  much  neglected. 
'<  And  whereas,  at  first,  without  force  or  vio- 
^  LENCE,  in  forty  years  time,  popery,  from  being  the 
**  prevailing  religion,  was  reduced  to  a  handful:  we 
^  have  now,  in  above  twice  that  number  of  years,  made 
**  very  little  progress,**  &c. 

Perhaps  here  again  you  will  tell  me,  you  ^  do  not 
^  see  how  this  is  pertinent  to  the  present  question,** 
which,  that  you  may  see,  give  me  leave  to  put  you  in 
mind,  that  neither  you,  nor  any  body  else,  can  pretend 
Ibrce  necessary,  till  all  the  means  of  pftrsuaaioa  have 
been  used ;  and  nothing  neglected  that  can  be  done  by. 
all  the  softer  ways  of  application.  And  since  it  is  your 
own  doctrine,  that  force  is  not  lawful,  unless  where  it 
is  necessary ;  the  magistrate,  upon  your  principles,  ean 
n»ther  lawfully  use  force,  nor  the  ministers  of  any  na- 
tional church  plead  for  it  any-where,  but  where  they 
themselves  have  first  done  their  duties :  a  draft  where- 
of adapted  to  our  present  circumstances,  we  have  in 
the  newly  published  discourse  of  the  pastoral  care.  And 
he  that  shall  press  the  use  of  force  as  necessary,  beftvre  he 
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can  answer  it  to  himielf  and  the  world,  that  tho«e  who 
have  taken  on  them  the  care  of  souls  have  performed 
their  duties ;  were  best  consider,  whether  he  does  not 
draw  up  an  accusation  against  the  men  of  that  holy 
order :  or  against  the  magistrate  who  suffers  them  to 
neglect  any  part  of  their  duty.  For  whilst  what  that 
learned  bishop,  in  the  passages  above  cited,  and  in 
other  places,  mentions,  is  neglected ;  it  cannot  be  said, 
that  no  other  means  but  force  is  left ;  those,  which  are 
on  all  hands  acknowledged  necessary  and  useful  means, 
not  having  yet  been  made  use  of. 

To  vindicate  your  method  from  novelty,  you  tell  me, 
it  is  as  (dd  as  St.  Austin.  Whatever  he  says  in  the  place 
you  quote,  it  shows  only  his  opinion ;  but  not  that  it 
was  ever  used.  Therefore,  to  show  it  not  to  be  new  in 
practice,  you  add,  that  you  ^^  think  it  has  been  made 
"  use  of  by  all  those  magistrates,  who  having  made  all 

requisite  provisions  for  the  instructing  their  people 

in  the  truth,  have  likewise  required  them  under  con- 
**  venient  penalties  to  embrace  it.*'  Which  is  as  much 
as  to  say,  that  those  magistrates  who  used  your  method 
did  use  your  method.  And  that  certainly  you  may 
think  safely,  and  without  fear  of  being  gainsaid. 

But  now  I  will  tell  you  what  I  think,  in  my  turn ; 
and  that  is,  if  you  could  have  found  any  magistrates 
who  had  made  use  of  your  method,  as  well  as  you  think 
you  have  found  a  divine  that  approves  of  it ;  you  would 
have  named  those  magistrates  as  Ibrwardly  as  you  do 
St.  Austin.  If  I  think  amiss,  pray  correct  me  yet,  and 
name  them. 

That  which  makes  me  imagine  you  will  hardly  find 
any  examples  of  it,  is  what  I  there  said  in  these  words ; 
*'  All  other  law-makers  have  constantly  taken  this  me- 
**  thod ;  that  where  any  thing  was  to  be  amended,  the 
'*  &ult  was  first  declared,  and  then  penalties  denounced 
**  against  all  those  who,  after  a  time  set,  should  be 
**  found  guilty  of  it.  This  the  common  sense  of  man^- 
«  kind,  and  the  very  reason  of  laws,  (which  are  intend* 
''  ed  not  for  punishment,  but  correction,)  has  made 
**  so  plain,  that  the  subtilest  and  most  refined  law- 
^<  makers  have  no(  gone  out  of  this  course,  nor  hav^  the 
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^*  most  ingDorant  and  barbarous  nations  missed  it  But 
^'  you  have  outdone  Solon  and  Lycurgus,  Moses  and 
**  our  Saviour ;  and  are  resolved  to  be  a  law-maker  of 
**  a  way  by  yourself.  It  is  an  old  and  obsolete  way,  and 
'<  will  not  serve  your  turn,  to  begin  with  warnings  and 
**  threats  of  penalties^  to  be  inflicted  on  those  who  do 
*^  not  reform,  but  continue  to  do  that  which  you  think 
*^  they  fail  in.  To  allow  of  impunity  to  the  innocent, 
'^  or  the  opportunity  of  amendment  to  those  who  would 
avoid  the  penalties,  are  formalities  not  worth  your 
notice.  You  are  for  a  shorter  and  surer  way.  Take 
a  whole  tribe,  and  punish  them  at  all  adventures, 
whether  guilty  or  no  of  the  miscarriage  which  you 
*^  would  have  amended ;  or  without  so  much  as  telling 
them  what  it  is  you  would  have  them  do,  but  leaving 
them  to  find  it  out  if  they  can.  All  these  absurdities 
are  contained  in  your  way  of  proceeding,  and  are  im- 
'^  possible  to  be  avoided  by  any  one,  who  will  punish 
**  dissenters,  and  only  dissenters,  to  make  them  consider 
''  and  weigh  the  grounds  of  their  religion,  and  impar- 
'^  tially  examine  whether  it  be  true  or  no ;  and  upon 
*^  what  grounds  they  took  it  up ;  that  so  they  may  find 
''  and  embrace  the  truth  that  must  save  them."  These 
absurdities,  I  fear,  must  be  removed,  before  any  magi- 
strates will  find  your  method  practicable. 

I  having  said,  **  Your  method  is  not  altogether  un^ 
<'  like  the  plea  made  use  of  to  excuse  the  late  barbarous 
usage  of  the  protestants  in  France,  from  being  a  per- 
secution for  religion,  viz.  That  it  was  not  a  punish- 
ment for  religion,  but  for  disobeying  the  king^s  laws, 
"  which  required  them  to  come  to  mass :  so  by  your 
<'  rule  dissenters  must  be  punished,  not  for  the  religion 
"  they  have  embraced,  but  the  religion  they  have  re- 
"  jected.*'  In  answer  to  this,  in  the  next  paragraph, 
you  take  abundance  of  pains  to  prove,  that  the  king  of 
France's  laws,  that  require  going  to  mass,  are  no  laws. 
You  were  best  to  say  so  on  the  other  side  of  the  water. 
It  is  sure  the  punishments  were  punishments,  and  the 
dragooning  was  dragooning.  And  if  you  think  that 
plea  excused  them  not,  I  am  of  your  mind.  But  never- 
theless am  of  opinion,  as  I  was,  that  it  will  prove  as  good 
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a  plea  as  yours ;  which  is  what  you  argue  against  in 
your  next  paragraph,  in  the  words  following,  wherein 
you  examine  the  likeness  of  your  new  method  to  this 
plea.  You  tell  me,  **  I  say^  by  your  rule,  the  dissenters 
"  (from  the  true  religion,  for  yoti  speak  of  no  other) 
must  be  punished  (or,  if  I  please,  subjected  to  mode- 
rate penalties,  such  as  shall  make  them  uneasy,  but 
neither  destroy  or  undo  them  :)  for  what  ?  **  Indeed 
I  thought  by  your  first  book  you  meant  not  for  their  re- 
ligion, but  to  make  them  consider ;  but  here  you  ask 
me,  **  where  it  is  you  say  that  dissenters  from  the  true 
^^  religion  are  not  to  be  punished  for  their  religion  ?  So 
then,  it  seems  in  your  opinion  now,  dissenters  from 
the  true  religion  are  to  be  punished/'  or,  as  you  are 
pleased  to  mollify  the  expression,  for  the  thing  is  the 
same,  **  subjected  to  moderate  penalties  for  their  reli- 
''  gion.'"  I  think  I  shall  not  need  to  prove^  to  any 
one  but  one  of  your  nice  style,  that  the  execution  of 
penal  laws,  let  the  penalties  be  great  or  small,  are  pu- 
nishments. 

If  therefore  the  religion  of  dissenters  from  the  true, 
be  a  fault  to  be  punished  by  the  magistrate ;  who  is  to 
judge  who  are  guilty  of  that  fault  ?  Must  it  be  the  ma- 
gistrate every-where ;  or  the  magistrate  in  some  coun- 
tries, and  not  in  others ;  or  the  magistrate  no-where  ? 
If  the  magistrate  no-where  is  to  be  judge  who  are  dis- 
senters from  the  true  religion,  he  can  no-where  punish 
them.  If  he  be  to  be  every-where  judge ;  then  the  king 
of  France,  or  the  great  Turk,  must  punish  those  whom 
they  judge  dissenters  from  the  true  religion,  as  well  as 
other  potentates.  If  some  magistrates  have  a  right  to 
judge,  and  others  not:  that  yet,  I  fear,  how  absurd 
soever  it  be,  should  I  grant  it,  will  not  do  your  business. 
For  besides  that^  they  will  hardly  agree  to  make  you 
their  infallible  umpire  in  the  case,  to  determine  who  of 
them  have,  and  who  have  not  this  right  to  judge  which 
is  the  true  religion ;  or  if  they  should,  and  you  should 
declare  the  king  of  England  had  that  right ;  viz.  whilst 
he  complied  to  support  the  orthodoxy,  ecclesiastical 
polity,  and  those  ceremonies  which  you  approve  of; 
but  that  the  king  of  France,  and  the  great  Turk,  had  it 
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not ;  and  so  could  have  no  right  to  use  force  on  those 
the  J  judged  dissenters  from  the  true  religion ;  you  ought 
to  bethink  yourself  what  you  will  reply  to  one  that  should 
use  your  own  words :  **  If  such  a  degree  of  outward 
**  force,  as  has  been  mentioned,  be  really  of  great  and 
even  necessary  use,  for  the  advancing  of  the  true  reli- 
gion, and  salvation  of  souls ;  then  it  must  be  acknow- 
^*  ledged,  that  in  France  and  Turkey,  &;c.  there  is  a 
**  right  somewhere  to  use  it,  for  the  advancing  those 
^  ends ;  unless  we  will  say  (what  without  impiety  can* 
not  be  said)  that  the  wise  and  benign  Disposer  and 
Governor  of  all  things,  has  not  in  France  and  Turkey 
^^  furnished  mankind  with  competent  means  for  the  pro- 
**  moting  his  own  honour,  and  the  good  of  souls.** 

You  go  on,  and  tell  us,  they  are  to  be  punished,  not 
for  following  the  light  of  their  own  reason,  nor  for 
obeying  the  dictates  of  their  own  consciences,  '*  but 
rather  for  the  contrary.  For  the  light  of  their  own 
reason  and  the  dictates  of  their  own  conscience  (if 
their  reason  and  their  consciences  were  not  perverted 
<*  and  abused)  would  undoubtedly  lead  them  to  the 
*^  same  thing,  to  which  the  method  you  speak  of  is  de- 
^^  signed  to  bring  them ;  '*  i.  e.  to  the  same  thing  to 
which  your  reason  and  your  conscience  leads  you*  For 
if  you  were  to  argue  with  a  papist,  or  a  presbyterian,  in 
the  case,  what  privilege  have  you  to  tell  him,  that  his 
reason  and  conscience  is  perverted,  more  than  he  has 
to  tell  you  that  yours  is  so  ?  Unless  it  be  this  insupport- 
able presumption,  that  your  reason  and  conscience 
ought  to  be  the  measure  of  all  reason  and  conscience  in 
all  othei's ;  which  how  you  can  claim  without  pretend-* 
ing  to  infallibility,  is  not  easy  to  discern. 
.  The  divertion  you  give  yourself  about  the  likeness 
and  unlikeness  of  two  pleas,  I  shall  not  trouble  myself 
with ;  since,  when  your  fit  of  mirth  was  over,  you  were 
forced  to  confess,  That  **  as  I  have  made  your  plea  for 
**  you ;  you  think  there  is  no  considerable  difference,  as 
to  the  fairness  of  them ;  excepting  what  arises  from 
the  different  degrees  of  punishment,  in  the  French 
^  discipline,  and  your  method.  But  if  the  French 
*^  plea  be  not  true ;  and  that  which  I  make  to  be  yours. 
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'^  be  Bot  yours ;  "^-I  must  beg  your  pardon,  dr,  I  did 
not  think  it  was  your  opinion,  nor  do  I  yet  remember 
that  you  any-where  said  in  your  *^  Argument,"  &c. 
that  men  were  to  be  punished  for  their  religion ;  but 
that  it  was  purely  to  make  men  *<  examine  the  religion 
they  had  embraced,  and  the  religion  that  they  had  re^ 
jected.**  And  if  that  were  of  moment,  I  should  think 
myself  sufficiently  justified  for  this  my  mistake,  by  what 
yon  say  in  your  *'  Argument,"  &c.  from  p*  6  to  IS* 
But  since  you  explain  yourself  otherwise  here,  I  am  not 
unwilling  to  take  your  hypothesb,  as  you  from  time  to 
time  shall  please  to  reform  it  You  answer  then,  that 
*^  to  make  them  examine,  is  indeed  the  next  end  for 
*'  which  they  are  to  be  punished/'  But  what  is  that  to 
my  question  ?  Which,  if  it  be  pertinent,  demands  for 
what  fault,  not  for  what  end,  they  are  to  be  punished : 
as  appears  even  by  my  next  words.  ^  So  that  they  are 
punished,  not  for  having  ofiended  against  a  law,  i.  e. 
not  for  any  fault :  for  there  is  no  law  in  England  that 
requires  them  to  examine."  This,  I  must  confess, 
was  to  show,  that  here,  as  in  France,  whatever  was  pre* . 
tended,  yet  the  true  reason  why  people  were  punished, 
was  their  religion.  And  it  was  for  this  agreement,  that 
in  both  places  religion  was  meant,  though  something 
else  was  talked  of,  that  I  said  your  plea  was  like  that 
made  use  of  in  France.  But  I  see  I  might  have  spared 
my  pains  to  prove  that  you  punish  dissenters  for  their 
religion,  since  you  here  own  it. 

You  tell  me,  in  the  same  place,  I  was  impertinent  in 
my  question ;  which  was  this,  "  For  what  then  are  they 
'*  to  be  punished  ?  "  that  I  demanded  for  what  end,  and 
not  for  what  fault  they  are  to  be  punished.  In  good 
earnest,  sir,  I  was  not  so  subtile  as  to  distinguish  them. 
I  always  thought  that  the  end  of  all  laws  was  to  amend 
those  faults  which  were  forbidden ;  and  that  when  anv 
one  was  punished,  the  fault  for  which  he  was  punished, 
was  the  transgression  of  the  law,  in  that  particular 
which  was  by  the  law  commanded  or  forbidden ;  and  the 
end  of  the  punishment,  was  the  amendment  of  th^t 
fault  for  the  future.  For  example ;  if  the  law  com^ 
manded  to  hear^  not  hearing  was  the  fault  punished ; 
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aiid  the  end  of  that  punishment,  was  to  make  the  of* 
fenders  hear.  If  the  law  commanded  to  examine,  the 
fault  punbhed,  when  that  law  was  put  in  execution, 
was  not  examining :  and  the  end  of  the  punishment, 
to  miake  the  offenders  examine.  If  the  law  commanded 
conformity,  the  fault  was  nonconformity,  and  the  end 
of  it  to  make  men  conform. 

This  was  my  apprehension  concerning  laws,  and  ends 
of  punishments.  And  I  must  own  myself  still  so  dull 
as  not  to  distinguish  otherwise  between  *'  the  fault  for 
*'  which  men  are  to  be  punished,  and  the  end  for  whidi 
^  they  are  to  be  punished ;  '*  but  only  as  the  one  is  past, 
the  other  futui*e.  The  trangression,  or  fault,  is  an 
omission  or  action  that  a  man  is  already  guilty  of ;  the 
end  of  the  punishment,  that  it  be  not  again  repeated. 
So  that  if  a  man  be  punished  for  the  religion  he  professes, 
I  can  see  no  other  end  for  which  he  is  punished,  but 
to  make  him  quit  that  religion.  No  other  immediate 
end,  I  mean ;  for  other  remote  ends,  to  which  this  is 
subordinate,  it  may  have.  So  that,  if  not  examining  the 
,  religion  which  men  have  embraced ;  and  the  religion 
they  have  rejected ;  be  not  the  fault  for  which  men  are 
punished ;  I  would  be  glad  you  would  show  me  how  it 
can  be  the  next  end,  as  you  say  it  is,  of  their  being 
punished.  And  that  you  may  not  think  my  dulness 
gives  you  a  labour  without  ground,  I  will  tell  you  the 
reason  why  I  cannot  find  any  other  next  end  of  punish- 
ment, but  the  amendment  of  the  fault  forbidden  ;  and 
that  is,  because  that  seems  to  me  to  be  the  end,  the  next 
end,  of  any  action ;  which,  when  obtained,  the  action  is 
to  cease ;  and  not  cease  till  it  be  attained.  And  thus, 
I  think,  it  is  in  punishments  ordained  by  the  law.  When 
the  fault  forbidden  is  amended,  the  punishment  is  to 
cease;  and  not  till  then.  This  is  the  only  way  I  have 
to  know  the  end,  or  final  cause  for  which  any  action  is 
done.  If  you  have  any  other,  you  will  do  me  a  kind- 
ness to  instruct  me.  This  it  is  which  makes  me  con- 
clude, (and  I  think  with  me  all  those  who  have  not  had 
the  leisure  and  happiness  to  attain  the  utmost  refining 
of  the  schools,)  that  if  their  religion  be  the  fault  for 
which  dissenters  are  punished,  examining  is  not  the  end 
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for  which  they  are  punished,  but  the  change  of  their  re- 
ligion :  though  examining  maj^  perhaps,  in  some  men, 
precede  their  change,  and  help  to  it.  But  that  is  not 
necessary.  A  man  may  change  his  religion  without  it : 
and  when  he  has  changed,  let  the  motive  be  what  it  will, 
the  end  the  law  aims  at  is  obtained,  and  the  punishment 
ceases.  So  on  the  other  side,  if  not  hearing,  not  exa^ 
mining,  be  the  fault  for  which  men  are  punished ;  con- 
formity is  not  the  next  end  for  which  they  are  punished, 
though  it  may  perhaps,  in  some,  be  a  consequence  of  it ; 
but  hearing  and  examining  must  be  understood  to  be 
the  ends  for  which  they  are  punished.  If  they  are  not 
the  ends,  why  does  the  punishment  cease,  when  those 
ends  are  attained  ?  And  thus  you  have  my  thoughts 
concerning  this  matter,  which  perhaps  will  not  be  very 
pertinent,  as  mine  have  not  the  good  luck  always  to  be 
to  you  ;  to  a  man  of  nicer  distinctions. 

But  let  us  consider  your  hypothesis  as  it  now  stands, 
and  see*  what  advantage  you  have  got  to  your  cause  by 
this  new  explication.  *'  Dissenters  from  the  true  re- 
**  ligion  are  to  be  punished,  say  you,  for  their  religion.'* 
Why  ?  Because  it  is  a  fault.  Against  whom  ?  Against 
God.  Thence  it  follows  indeed,  that  Gk)d,  if  he  pleases, 
may  punish  it.  But  how  will  you  prove  that  God  has 
given  the  magbtrates  of  the  earth  a  power  to  punish  all 
faults  against  himself?  Covetousness,  or  not  loving  our 
neighbour  as  ourselves,  are  faults  or  sins  against  God. 
Ought  the  magistrate  to  punish  these  ?  But  I  shall  not 
need  to  trouble  you  much  with  that  question.  This 
matter,  I  think,  will  be  decided  between  us  without 
going  so  far. 

If  the  magistrate  may  punish  any  one  for  not  being 
of  the  true  religion,  must  the  magistrate  judge  what  is 
that  true  religion,  or  no  ?  If  he  must  not,  what  must 
guide  him  in  the  punishing  of  some,  and  not  of  others  ? 
For  so  it  is  in  all  places  where  there  is  a  national  religion 
established  by  penal  laws.  If  the  magistrate  be  com- 
missioned by  the  same  law  of  nature  (for  that  is  all  the 
commission  you  pretend  to)  to  judge  what  is  the  true 
religion,  by  which  he  is  authorized  to  punish  those  who 
dissent  from  it ;  must  not  all  magistrates  judge,  and 
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accordingly  punish  those  who  dissent  from  that,  which 
they  judge  the  true  religion,  i.  e.  in  effect,  those  who 
dissent  from  theirs?  And  if  all  magistrates  have  a  power 
to  punish  those  who  are  not  of  their  religion ;  I  ask  you, 
whether  it  be  of  more  use  or  disadvantage  to  the  pro** 
moting  true  religion,  and  salvation  of  souls  ?  And  when 
you  have  resolved  that  question,  you  will  then  be  able  to 
tell  me^  whether  the  usefulness  of  it,  which  must  be 
determined  by  the  greater  good  or  harm  it  is  like  to  do, 
is  such  as  to  justify  your  doctrine  about  it,  or  the  ma- 
gistrate's use  of  it. 

Besides,  your  making  the  dissenting  from  the  true 
religion  a  fault  to  be  punished  by  the  magistrate,  puts 
an  end  to  your  pretence  to  moderate  punishments; 
which,  in  this  place,  you  make  use  of  to  distinguish 
yours  from  the  French  method;  saying,  that  **  your 
method  punishes  men  with  punishments  which  do  not 
deserve  to  be  called  so,  when  compared  with  those  of 
the  French  discipline."  But  if  the  dissenting  from  the 
true  religion  be  a  fault  that  the  magistrate  is  to  punish, 
and  a  fault  of  that  consequence,  that  it  draws  with  it 
the  loss  of  a  man's  soul ;  I  do  not  see  how  other  magi- 
strates, whose  duty  it  is  to  punish  faults  under  their 
cognizance,  and  by  punishing  to  amend  them ;  can  be 
more  remiss  than  the  king  of  France  has  been,  and  for- 
bear declaring  that  they  will  have  all  their  people  saved, 
and  endeavour  by  such  ways  as  he  has  done  to  effect  it : 
especially  since  you  tell  us,  that  **  God  now  leaves  re* 
'*  ligion  to  the  care  of  men,  under  his  ordinary  provi* 
**  dence,  to  try  whether  they  will  do  their  duties  in  their 
several  capacities  or  not,  leaving  them  answerable  for 
all  that  may  follow  from  their  neglect/'  In  the  cor- 
recting of  faults,  *'  malo  nodo  malus  cuneus,"  is  not 
only  what  is  justifiable,  but  what  is  requisite.  But  of 
this  more  fully  in  another  place. 

In  the  next  place,  I  do  not  see  how,  by  your  method, 
as  you  explain  it  here,  the  magistrate  can  punish  any 
one  for  not  being  of  the  true  religion,  though  we  should 
grant  him  to  have  a  power  to  do  it ;  whilst  you  tdi  us, 
that  **  your  method  punishes  men  for  rejecting  the  true 
*'  religion,  proposed  to  them  with  sufficient  evidence ; 
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^  which  certainty  is  a  fault."  By  this  part  of  your 
scheme  it  is  plain^  that  you  allow  the  magistrate  to  pu« 
Bish  none  but  those  to  whom  the  true  religion  is  pro- 
posed with  sufficient  evidence ;  and  sufficient  evidence, 
you  tell  us,  **  is  such  as  will  certainly  win  assent  where« 
**  ever  it  is  duly  considered.**  Now  by  this  rule  there 
will  be  very  few  that  the  magistrate  will  have  a  right 
to  punish ;  since  he  cannot  know  whether  those  who 
dissent,  do  it  for  want  of  due  consideration  in  them,  or 
want  of  sufficient  evidence  in  what  is  proposed ;  unless 
you  mean  by  due  consideration,  such  consideration  that 
always  does  bring  men  actually  to  assent ;  which  is  in 
effect  to  say  nothing  at  all.  For  then  your  rule  amounts 
to  thus  much,  '^  that  sufficient  evidence  is  such  as  will 
*'  certainly  win  assent  wherever  it  is  considered  duly/' 
i.  e.  so  as  to  win  assent.  This  being  like  some  of  those 
other  rules  we  have  met  with,  and  ending  in  a  circle ; 
which  after  you  have  traced,  you  at  last  find  yourself 
just  where  you  were  at  setting  out ;  I  leave  it  to  you  to 
own  as  you  think  fit :  and  tell  you«  if  by  duly  consider* 
ing,  you  mean  considering  to  his  utmost ;  that  then, 
that  which  is  proposed  to  one  with  sufficient  evidence 
to  win  assent,  may  not  be  so  to  another. 

There  are  propositions  extant  in  geometry,  with  their 
demonstrations  annexed ;  and  that  with  such  sufficient 
evidence  to  some  men  of  deep  thought  and  penetration, 
as  to  make  them  see  the  demonstration,  and  give  assent 
to  the  truth :  whilst  there  are  many  others,  and  those 
no  novices  in  mathematics,  who,  with  all  the  consider- 
ation and  attention  they  can  use,  are  never  able  to  at- 
tain unto  it.  It  is  so  in  other  parts  of  truth.  That 
which  hath  evidence  enough  to  make  one  man  certain, 
has  not  enough  to  make  another  so  much  as  guess  it  to 
be  true ;  though  he  has  spared  no  endeavour  or  appli- 
cation in  examining  it.  And  therefore,  if  the  magi- 
strate be  to  punish  none  but  those  who  reject  the  true 
religion,  when  it  has  been  offered  with  sufficient  evi- 
dence ;  I  imagine  he  will  not  have  many  to  punish,  if 
he  will,  as  he  ought,  distinguish  between  the  innocent 
and  the  guilty. 
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Upon  your  forwardness  to  encourage  the  magistrate's 
use  of  force  in  matters  of  religion,  by  its  usefulness ; 
even  so  far  as  to  pretend  advantages  from  what  yourself 
acknowledge  the  misapplication  of  it ;  I  say  that  '*  So 
*'  instead  of  disheartening  from,  you  give  encourage- 
'*  ment  to  the  mischief;  which  upon  your  principle, 
joined  to  the  natural  thii*st  in  man  after  arbitrary 
power ;  may  be  carried  to  all  manner  of  exorbitancy, 
with  some  pretence  of  right/'  To  which  your  reply 
is.  That  you  *^  speak  no-where  but  of  the  use  and  ne- 
^  cessity  of  force.''  What  think  you  in  the  place  men* 
tioned  of  the  gain  that  you  tell  the  sufferers  they  shall 
.make  by  the  magistrate's  punishing  them  to  bring  them 
to  a  wrong  religion  ?  You  do  not,  as  I  remember,  there 
say,  that  force  is  necessary  in  that  case ;  though  they 
gaining,  as  you  say,  by  it  this  advantage,  **  that  they 
<'  know  better  than  they  did  before,  where  the  truth 
*'  does  lie,"  you  cannot  but  allow,  that  such  a  misap- 
plication of  force  *'  may  do  some  service,  indirectly  and 
'*  at  a  distance,  towards  the  salvation  of  souls." 

But  that  you  may  not  think,  whilst  I  had  under  con- 
sideration  the  dangerous  encouragement  you  gave  to 
men  in  power,  to  be  very  busy  with  their  force  in  mat- 
ters of  religion ;  by  all  the  sorts  of  usefulness  you  could 
imagine  of  it,  however  applied,  right  or  wrong ;  that  I 
declined  mentioning  the  necessity  you  pretend  of  force, 
because  it  would  not  as  well  serve  to  the  purpose  for 
which  I  mention  its  usefulness ;  I  shall  here  take  it  so, 
that  the  reader  may  see  what  reason  you  had  to  com- 
plain of  my  not  doing  it  before. 

Thus  then  stands  your  system :  "  The  procuring  and 
**  advancing  any  way  of  the  spiritual  and  eternal  inte- 
^  rests  of  men,  is  one  of  the  ends  of  civil  society."  And 
force  is  put  into  the  magistrate's  hands,  as  necessary  for 
the  attaining  those  ends,  where  no  other  means  are  left, 
^  Who  then  upon  your  grounds  may  quickly  find  rea- 
^  son,  where  it  suits  his  inclination,  or  serves  his  turn, 
'^  to  punish  men  directly  to  bring  them  to  his  religion." 
For  if  he  may  use  force  because  it  is  necessary,  as  being 
the  only  means  left  to  make  men  consider  those  reasons 
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and  arguments,  which  otherwise  they  would  not  con- 
sider; why  may  he  not  by  the  same  rule  use  fbrce^  as  the 
only  means  left  to  procure  men  degrees  of  glory,  which 
otherwise  they  would  not  attain;  and  so  to  advance  their 
eternal  interests  ?  For  St.  Paul  assures  us,  that  ^  the 
^  afflictions  of  this  life  work  for  us  a  far  more  exceed- 
••  ing  weight  of  glory/*  So  that  whether  the  linagi* 
strate  may  not,  when  it  may  serve  his  turn,  argue  thus 
from  your  principles,  judge  you :  dissenters  from  my 
religion  must  be  punished,  if  in  the  wrong,  to  bring 
them  into  the  right  way ;  if  in  the  right,  to  make  them 
by  their  sufferings  gainers  of  a  far  more  exceeding 
weight  of  glory. 

But  you  say,  **  unless  it  be  as  necessary  for  men  to 
'*  attain  any  greater  degree  of  glory,  as  it  is  to  attain 
glory,  it  will  not  follow,  that  if  the  magistrate  may 
use  force,  because  it  may  be  indirectly,  &c.  useful 
**  towards  the  procuring  any  degree  of  glory,  he  may 
**  by  the  same  rule  use  it  where  it  may  be  in  that  man- 
'*  ner  useful  towards  the  procuring  a  greater  degree  of 
glory.  But  that  there  is  the  same  necessity  of  men*s 
attaining  a  greater  degi*ee  of  glory,  as  there  is  of  their 
attaining  glory;  no  man  will  affirm.  For  without 
attaining  glory,  they  cannot  escape  the  damnation 
**  of  hell ;  which  yet  they  may  escape,  without  any 
"  greater  degree  of  glory."  One  of  the  ends  of  a  com- 
monwealth is,  say  you,  the  advancing  men's  eternal  in- 
terests. The  procuring  greater  degrees  of  glory,  is  the 
advancing  a  man's  eternal  interest.  The  use  of  force  to 
make  men  suffer  for  the  truth,  what  otherwise  they 
would  not  suffer,  is  as  necessary  for  the  attaining  a  higher 
degree  of  glory,  as  using  force  to  make  men  consider, 
what  otherwise  they  would  not  consider,  is  necessary 
for  the  attaining  any  degree  of  glory.  But  you  will  say. 
Attaining  glory  is  absolutely  necessary,  but  the  at- 
taining any  greater  degree  of  glory,  however  desira- 
ble, is  not  so  necessary.  Now  if  there  be  not  the 
same  necessity  of  the  one  of  these,  as  there  is  of  the 
other ;  there  can  be  no  pretence  to  say,  that  whatever 
is  lawful  in  respect  of  one  of  them,  is  likewise  so  in 
respect  of  the  other."    But  there  will  always  be  a  just 
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pretence  to  say,  if  advancing  the  eternal  interests  of 
men  be  one  of  the  ends  of  a  commonwealth,  and  that 
the  force  in  the  magistrate's  hands  be  necessary  to  the 
attaining  that  end ;  that  then  the  magistrate  is  obliged 
to  use  it ;  whether  you  will  think  that  end  absolutely 
necessary,  or  as  necessary  as  another,  or  no.  I  shall 
not  here  trouble  you  again  with  your  mistake  about 
what  is  absolutely  necessary ;  having  taken  notice  of  it 
in  another  place.  Only  I  shall  desire  you  to  show  me, 
that  the  attaining  of  glory  is  absolutely  necessary,  when 
next  time  you  have  occasion  to  affirm  it.  Attaining  of 
glory  is  necessary  in  order  to  happiness :  and  attaining 
a  greater  degree  of  glory,  is  necessary  in  order  to  greater 
happiness :  but  neither  of  them  is  absolutely  necessary, 
but  in  order  to  thek  respective  ends. 

And  now,  though  as  you  say,  *^  you  do  not  think 
<<  yourself  bound  to  take  notice  of  all  that  may  be  done 
*^  with  some  pretence  of  sight : "  yet,  I  suppose,  upon 
cooler  thoughts,  when  you  have  considered  of  what  dan- 
gerous consequence  an  argument,  managed  as  yours  is, 
may  be  to  the  true  religion,  and  the  sincere  professors 
of  it ;  and  what  occasion  or  encouragement  it  may  give 
to  men  in  power  warmed  with  zeal,  and  excited  by  the 
proper  ministers  of  their  own  religion,  to  make  a  wrong 
and  exorbitant  use  of  force  in  matters  of  religion ;  you 
will  another  time  think  yourself  bound  not  to  let  it  go 
abroad  again  without  some  caution  to  the  magistrate  in 
the  use  of  it ;  without  one  word  of  advice  at  least,  that 
since  it  is  given  him,  as  you  say,  only  for  promoting  the 
true  religion,  he  should  take  care,  and  examine  impar- 
tially whether  what  he  employs  it  for,  be  the  one  only 
true  religion.  It  being  your  opinion,  whenever  he 
makes  use  of  force  in  matters  of  religion,  for  the  pro- 
moting any  thing  but  that,  he  goes  beyond  his  commis- 
sion ;  injures  his  subjects,  and  endangers  his  own  soul. 

By  this  time,  sir,  I  suppose  you  see  upon  what  grounds 
I  think  you  have  not  cleared  those  difficulties  which 
were  charged  by  me  on  your  method :  and  my  reader 
will  see  what  reason  there  was  for  those  imputations, 
which,  with  so  loud  an  outcry,  you  laid  upon  me  of 
unfair  dealing ;  since  there  is  not  one  of  them  which 
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cannot  be  made  good  to  be  contained  either  in  your 
book,  or  in  your  hypothesis;  and  so  dearly,  that  I 
could  not  imagine  that  a  man  who  had  so  fiur  considered 
government,  as  to  engage  in  print,  in  such  a  contra* 
versy  as  this ;  could  miss  seeing  it  as  soon  as  mentioned 
to  him.  One  of  them  which  very  much  offends  you^ 
and  makes  you  so  often  tell  me  what  I  say  is  impeiti- 
nent,  and  nothing  to  the  purpose,  and  sometimes  to  use 
warmer  expressions,  is,  that  I  argue  against  a  power  ia 
the  magistrate  to  bring  men  to  his  own  religion  :  for  I 
could  not  imagine  that,  to  a  man  of  any  thought,  it 
could  need  proving,  that  if  there  were  a  commission 
given  to  all  magistrates  by  the  law  of  nature,  which 
obliged  them  to  use  force  to  bring  men  to  the  true  reli* 
gion ;  it  was  not  possible  for  them  to  put  this  commis« 
sion  in  execution,  without  being  judges  what  was  the 
true  religion ;  and  then  there  needed  no  great  quickness 
to  perceive,  that  every  magistrate,  when  your  commit* 
sion  came  to  be  put  in  execution,  would,  one  as  well  as 
another,  find  himself  obliged  to  use  force  to  bring  men 
to  that  which  he  believed  to  be  the  true  religion.  But 
since  this  was  so  hard  for  you  to  see,  I  now  have  been 
at  the  pains  to  prove  it,  and  thereby  to  clear  all  those 
imputations.  I  shall  not  instance  in  any  other ;  they 
are  all  of  a  like  kind.  Only  where  you  complain  I  have 
not  cited  your  words  fairly,  if  you  can  show  that  I  have 
done  it  any  where  in  this  or  the  second  letter,  to  the 
advantage  of  my  cause ;  or  to  avoid  any  ailment  in 
them,  not  answered ;  if  you  please  to  show  it  me,  I 
shall  either  let  you  see  your  mistake^  or  acknowledge 
mine. 

And  now,  whether  you  shall  think  what  I  have  said 
worth  that  consideration  you  promise,  or  take  it  all  for 
cavils  and  impertinencies,  to  me  is  very  indifferent 
Enjoy,  as  you  please,  that  short  and  easy  way  of  answer- 
ing. But  if  the  party  you  write  for  be,  as  you  say,  God, 
and  the  souls  of  men ;  it  will  require  you  seriously  to 
weigh  your  scheme,  examine  and  put  together  the  parts 
of  it ;  observe  the  tendency  and  consequences ;  and,  in 
a  word,  consider  things,  and  not  words.  For  the  party 
of  God  and  souls  needs  not  any  help  irom  obscurity  or 
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uncertainty  of  general  and  equivocal  terms ;  but  may 
be  spoke  out  clearly  and  distinctly ;  needs  no  retreat  in 
the  round  of  equivalent,  or  the  uncertainty  of  misap- 
plied expressions,  that  may  serve  to  amuse  and  deceive 
the  unwary,  but  instruct  nobody;  and,  lastly,  needs 
no  leave  nor  allowance  from  men  of  art,  to  direct  both 
subjects  and  magistrates  to  the  examination  of  the  scrip- 
tures,  wherein  God  has  revealed  to  the  world  the  ways 
and  means  of  salvation.  In  doing  of  this,  in  a  treatise 
where  you  profess  "  the  subject  of  your  inquiry  is  only 
^*  what  method  is  to  be  used  to  bring  men  to  the  true 
"  religion,"  the  party  you  profess  to  write  for,  would 
have  justified  you  against  the  rules  of  any  lawful  art : 
and  no  christian  man,  of  what  art  soever,  would  have 
denied  you  that  liberty ;  and  if  I  mistake  not,  the  party, 
you  say  you  write  for,  demands  it  of  you. 

If  you  find  upon  a  review  of  the  whole,  that  you  have 
managed  your  cause  for  God  and  the  souls  of  men,  with 
that  sincerity  and  clearness  that  satisfies  your  own  rea- 
son, and  you  think  may  satisfy  that  of  other  men :  I 
shall  congratulate  to  you  so  happy  a  constitution.  But 
if  all  your  magnified  and  necessary  means  of  force,  in 
the  way  you  contend  for,  reaches  no  further  than  to 
bring  men  to  a  bare  outward  conformity  to  the  church 
of  England ;  wherein  you  can  sedately  affirm,  that  it  is 
presumable  that  all  that  are  of  it  are  so  upon  reason  and 
conviction ;  I  suppose  there  needs  no  more  to  be  said 
to  convince  the  world  what  party  you  write  for. 

The  party  you  write  for  is  God,  you  say.  But  if  all 
you  have  said  aims  or  amounts  to  nothing  more,  than 
that  the  church  of  England,  as  now  established  by  law, 
in  its  doctrines,  ceremonies,  and  discipline,  should  be 
supported  by  the  power  of  the  magistrate,  and  men  by 
force  be  driven  into  it ;  I  fear  the  world  will  think  you 
have  very  narrow  thoughts  of  God :  or  that  that  is  not 
the  party  you  write  for.  It  is  true,  you  all  along  speak 
of  bringing  men  to  the  true  religion.  But  to  evidence 
to  you,  that  by  the  one  only  true  religion,  you  mean 
only  that  of  the  church  of  England,  I  tdl  you,  that 
upon  your  principles,  you  cannot  name  any  other  church 
now  in  the  world ;  (and  I  again  demand  of  you  to  do 
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it)  for  the  promoting  whereof,  or  punishing  dissenters 
ficm  it,  the  magistrate  has  the  same  right  to  use  force^ 
as  you  pretend  he  has  here  in  England.  Till  you  there- 
fore name  some  such  other  true  church  and  true  rdi*^ 
gion,  besides  that  of  England,  your  saying,  that  God 
is  the  party  you  write  for,  will  rather  show  that  you 
make  bold  with  his  name,  than  that  you  do  not  write 
for  another  party. 

You  say  too,  you  write  not  for  any  party,  but  the 
souls  of  men.  You  write  indeed,  and  contend  earnestly, 
that  men  should  be  brought  into  an  outward  conformity 
to  the  church  of  England.  But  that  they  embrace  that 
profession  upon  reason  and  conviction ;  you  are  content 
to  have  it  presumable,  without  any  farther  enquiry  or 
c^xamination.  And  those  who  are  once  in  the  outward 
communion  of  the  national  church,  however  ignorant 
or  irreligious  they  are,  you  leave  there  unassisted  by  your 
only  competent  means,  force ;  without  which,  you  tell 
us,  the  true  religion,  by  its  own  light  and  strength,  is 
not  able  to  prevail  against  men*s  lusts^  and  the  corrup- 
tion of  nature,  so  as  to  be  considered  as  it  ought,  and 
heartily  embraced.  And  this  dropped  not  from  your  pen 
by  chance ;  but  you  professedly  make  excuses  for  those 
of  the  national  religion,  who  are  ignorant  of  the  grounds 
of  it ;  and  give  us  reasons  why  force  cannot  be  used  to 
those  who  outwardly  conform,  to  make  them  consider 
so  as  sincerely  to  embrace,  believe,  and  obey  the  truth 
that  must  save  them.  But  the  reverend  author  of  the 
Pastoral  Care  tells  you,  p.  201,  ''  Pabty  is  the  true 
''  name  of  making  converts,  except  they  become  at  the 
'*  same  time  good  men." 

If  the  use  of  force  be  necessary  for  the  salvation  of 
souls,  and  men's  souls  be  the  party  you  write  for :  you 
will  be  suspected  to  have  betrayed  your  party,  if  your 
method  and  necessary  means  of  salvation  reach  no 
further  than  to  bring  men  to  outward  conformity, 
though  to  the  true  church;  and  after  that  abandons 
them  to  their  lusts  and  depraved  natures;  destitute  of 
the  help  of  force ;  your  necessary  and  competent  means 
of  salvation. 
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This  way  of  managing  the  matter,  whatever  you  in- 
tend,  seems  rather,  in  the  fitness  of  it,  to  be  for  another 
party.  But  since  you  assure  us,  you  write  for  nothing 
but  Grod  and  men's  souls ;  it  can  only  be  said  you  had 
a  good  intention,  but  ill  luck :  since  your  scheme,  put 
into  the  language  of  the  country,  will  fit  any  national 
church  and  clei^y  in  the  world,  that  can  but  suppose 
itself  the  true ;  and  that  I  presume  none  of  them  will 
fail  to  do. 

You  were  more  than  ordinary  reserved  and  gracious, 
when  you  tell  me,  That  ^^  what  party  I  write  for,  you 
^  will  not  undertake  to  say."  But  having  told  me, 
that  my  letter  tends  to  the  promoting  of  scepticism  in 
religion ;  you  thought,  it  is  like,  that  was  sufficient  to 
show  the  party  I  write  for ;  and  so  you  might  safely  end 
your  letter  with  words  that  looked  like  civil.  But  that 
you  may  another  time  be  a  little  better  informed  what 
party  I  write  for,  I  will  tell  you.  They  are  those  who 
in  every  nation  fear  God,  work  righteousnessj  and  are 
accepted  with  him ;  and  not  those  who  in  every  nation 
are  zealous  for  human  constitutions :  cry  up  nothing  so 
much  as  outward  conformity  to  the  national  religion ; 
and  are  accepted  by  those  who  are  the  promoters  of  it 
Those  that  I  write  for  are  those,  who,  according  to  the 
light  of  their  own  consciences,  are  every-where  in  earnest 
in  matters  of  their  own  sidvation,  without  any  desire  to 
impose  on  others ;  a  party  so  seldom  favourod  by  any 
of  the  powers  or  sects  of  the  world ;  a  party  that  has  so 
few  preferments  to  bestow ;  so  few  benefices  to  reward 
the  endeavours  of  any  one  who  appears  for  it ;  that  I 
conclude  I  shall  easily  be  believed  when  I  say,  that 
neither  hopes  of  preferment,  nor  a  design  to  recommend 
myself  to  those  I  live  amongst,  have  biassed  my  under* 
standing,  or  misled  me  in  my  undertaking.  So  mudi 
truth  as  serves  the  turn  of  any  particular  church,  and 
can  be  accommodated  to  the  narrow  interest  of  some  hia« 
man  constitution,  is  indeed  often  received  with  applause, 
and  the  publisher  finds  his  account  in  it.  But  I  think 
I  may  say,  truth,  in  its  full  hititude  of  those  generous 
principles  of  the  gospel,  which  so^uch  recommend 
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and  incUlcUte  ikniversal  charity,  and  a  Afeedom  fl*Om  the 
invetitidtis  and  impositibtls  df  meh  in  the  things  of  Ood; 
h^  so  seldom  had  a  feAt  AtiA  favbumble  hearing  iiny- 
whel-e,  that  he  must  be  vety  ignorunt  of  the  hi^tol^  and 
nature  of  man,  howevei*  dignified  and  diBtingliished, 
who  pt*oposes  to  himself  any  secular  advantage  by  writ- 
ing for  her  at  that  rate. 

As  to  your  request  in  the  close  of  your  letter^  I  hoj[ie 
this  will  satisfy  you,  that  you  might  h&ve  il|)ared  it; 
and  you,  with  the  rest  of  the  World,  will  see  that  all  I 
writ  in  my  former  was  so  true,  thM  ydu  ne^  nbt  hare 
given  me  any  caution  fbr  th^  future.  Ai  to  the  perti- 
nence of  what  I  say,  I  doubt  whether  I  shall  please  you ; 
because  I  find  by  your  last  letter,  that  What  is  brought 
by  me  to  show  the  weakness,  absurdities,  or  insignifi- 
cancy of  what  you  write,  you  are  very  apt  to  call  im- 
pertinent and  nothing  to  the  purpose.  You  mart  pal:- 
don  me  therefore,  if  I  have  endeavoured  more  to  please 
other  readers  than  you  in  that  point.  I  hope  they  will 
find,  in  what  I  have  said,  not  much  beside  the  matter. 
But  to  a  man  who,  supposing  himself  in  the  right, 
builds  all  upon  that  supposition,  and  takes  it  for  an  in- 
jury to  have  that  privilege  denied  him ;  to  a  man  who 
would  sovereignly  decide  for  all  the  world,  what  is  the 
true  religion ;  and  thereby  empower  what  magistrates 
he  thinks  fit,  and  what  not,  to  use  force;  to  such  a 
man,  not  to  seem  impertinent,  would  be  really  to  be 
so.  This  makes  me  pleased  with  your  reply  to  so  many 
passages  of  my  letter,  that  they  were  nothing  to  the 
purpose :  and  it  is  in  your  choice  whether  in  your  opi- 
nion any  thing  in  this  shall  be  so. 

But  since  this  depends  upon  your  keeping  steadily  to 
dear  and  settled  notions  of  things,  separate  from  words 
and  expressions  used  in  a  doubtful  and  undetermined 
signification ;  wherewith  men  of  art  often  amuse  them- 
selves and  others ;  I  shall  not  be  so  unreasonable  as  to 
expect,  whatever  you  promise,  that  you  should  lay  by 
your  learning  to  embrace  truth,  and  own  what  will  not 
perhaps  suit  very  well  with  your  circumstances  and  in- 
terest. ^ 

VOL.V,  ''  2  N 
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I  see,  my  design  not  to  omit  any  thing  that  you 
might  think  looks  like  an  argument  in  yours,  has  made 
mine  grow  beyond  the  size  of  a  letter.  But  an  answer 
to  any  one  being  very  little  different  from  a  letter,  I 
shall  let  it  go  under  that  title.  I  have  in  it  also  endea- 
voured to  bring  the  scattered  parts  of  your  scheme  into 
some  method,  under  distinct  heads;  to  give  a  fuller 
and  more  distinct  view  of  them ;  wherein » if  any  of  the 
arguments,  which  give  support  to  your  hypothesis, 
have  escaped  me  unawares,  be  pleased  to  show  them 
me,  and  I  shall  either  acknowledge  their  force,  or  en- 
deavour to  show  their  weakness. 

I  am,  SIR, 

Your  most  humble  servant. 


June  20,  I698. 


Philanthropus. 


A  FOURTH 


LETTER 


FOR 


TOLERATION. 


2n2 


•A  FOURTH 


LETTER 


FOB 


TO  ITERATION. 


SIR, 
A  VTi^m  revival  of  the  cont^versy  ^onne^ljr  between 
you  and  me,  is  what  I  suppose  nobpdy  cjid  expect 
from  you  after  twelve  years  silence.  But  reputation, 
a  su^dept  cause  for  ^  new  w^r,  a^  you  give  the  wprld 
tp  understwd,  hath  put  a  r^qlution  iutQ  your  h^^irt, 
and  arms  into  your  hpnds,  tP  make  ^n  example  of  w^, 
to  the  shame  ^nd  confusion  of  9II  those  who  ppuld  be  ^ 
injuripus  to  youj  as  to  think  you  could  quit  the  opinipu 
you  had  appeared  for  in  print,  and  agree  with  mp  iu  the 
matter  of  Toleratiop.  It  is  visible  how  tender  eyep 
men  of  the  most  settled  calmuess  gre  in  point  of  reputfl^ 
tion,  wd  it  is  allowed  the  mo^t  excu9fible  part  pf  humAP 

*  In  aiifliwer  to ''  A  Second  X-eft^  to  thp  Author  of  the  Three  Let- 
"  ten  for  Toleration.  From  the  Author  of  the  Argument  of  the  Let- 
^  ter  concerning  Toleration  briefly  considered  and  answered.  And  of 
''  the  Ptfence  of  it.  Wil;h  «  Post9Qript>  toldng  aome  native  of  two 
^  V^mg^  in  T)ie  Rights  of  t\\^  fjrotf^mnt  Piwenteis." 
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frailtj ;  and  therefore  nobody  can  wonder  to  see  a  re- 
port thought  injurious  laboured  against  with  mighty  and 
main,  and  the  assistance  and  cause  of  religion  itself 
taken  in  and  made  use  of  to  put  a  stop  to  it.  But  yet 
for  all  this  there  are  sober  men  who  are  of  opinion, 
that  it  better  becomes  a  Christian  temper,  that  disputes, 
especially  of  religion,  should  be  waged  purely  for  the 
sake  of  truth,  and  not  for  our  own  :  self  should  have  no- 
thing to  do  in  them.  But  since  as  we  see  it  will  crowd 
itself  in,  and  be  often  the  principal  agent ;  your  inge- 
nuity in  owning  what  has  brought  you  upon  the  stage 
again,  and  set  you  on  work,  after  the  ease  and  quiet  you 
resolutely  maintained  yourself  in  so  many  years ;  ought 
to  be  commended,  in  giving  us  a  view  of  the  discreet 
choice  you  have  made  of  a  method  suited  to  your  pur- 
pose,  which  you  publish  to  the  world  in  these  words, 
p.  S :  '*  Being  desirous  to  put  a  stop  to  a  report  so  in- 
jurious, as  well  as  groundless,  as  I  look  upon  this  to 
be,  I  thibk,  it  will  be  no  improper  way  of  doing  it,  if 
I  thus  signify  to  you  and  the  reader,  that  I  find  no- 
thing more  convincing  in  this  your  long  letter,  than 
"  I  did  in  your  two  former ;  giving  with  all  a  brief  Spe- 
^  CIMEN  of  the  answerableness  of  it :  which  I  choose  to 
do  upon  a  few  pages  at  the  beginning,  where  you 
have  placed  your  greatest  strength,  or  at  least  so  much 
of  it,  as  you  think  sufficient  to  put  an  end  to  this  con- 
**  troversy.** 

Here  we  have  your  declaration  of  war,  of  the  grounds 
that  moved  you  to  it,  and  of  your  compendious  way  to 
assured  victory ;  which  I  must  own  is  very  new  and  very 
remarkable.  You  choose  a  few  pages  out  of  the  begin- 
ning of  my  Third  Letter ;  in  these,  you  say,  **  I  have 
"  placed  my  greatest  strength."  So  that,  what  I  have 
there  said  being  baffled,  it  gives  you  a  just  triumph  over 
my  whole  long  Letter ;  and  all  the  rest  of  it  being  but 
pitifiil,  weak,  impertinent  stuff,  is  by  the  overthrow  of 
this  forlorn  hope  fully  confuted. 

This  is  called  answering  by  Specimen.  A  new  way, 
which  the  world  owes  to  your  invention ;  an  evidence 
that  whilst  you  said  nothing  you  did  not  spare  thinking. 
And  indeed  it  was  a  noble  thought,  a  stratagem,  whkh 
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I  believe  scarce  any  other  but  yourself  would  have  found 
out  in  a  meditation  of  twice  twelve  years ;  how  to  an* 
swer  arguments  without  saying  a  word  to  them^  or  so 
much  as  reciting  them  ;  and,  by  examining  six  or  seven 
pages  in  the  beginning  of  a  book,  reduce  to  nothing 
above  three  hundred  pages  of  it  tiiat  follow.  This  is 
indeed  a  decisive  stroke  that  lays  all  flat  before  you. 
Who  can  stand  against  such  a  conqueror*  who^  by 
barely  attacking  of  one,  kills  an  hundred  ?  This  would 
certainly  be  an  admirable  way,  did  it  not  degrade  the  con- 
queror, whose  business  is  to  do ;  and  turn  him  into  a 
mere  talking  gazetteer,  whose  boasts  are  of  no  conse- 
quence. For  after  slaughter  of  foes,  and  routing  of 
armies  by  such  a  dead-doing  hand,  nobody  thinks  it 
strange  to  find  them  all  a^ive  again  safe  and  sound  upon 
their  feet,  and  in  a  posture  of  defending  themselves. 
The  event  in  all  sorts  of  controversies^  hath  often  better 
instructed  those  who  have,  without  bringing  it  to  trial, 
presumed  on  the  weakness  of  their  adversaries.  How- 
ever, this  which  you  have  set  up,  of  confuting  without 
arguing ;  cannot  be  denied  to  be  a  ready  way,  and  well 
thought  on  to  set  you  up  high,  and  your  reputation  se- 
cure in  the  thoughts  of  your  believing  readers ;  if  that 
be,  as  it  seems  it  is,  your  business :  but  as  I  take  it, 
tends  not  at  all  to  the  informing  their  understandings, 
and  making  them  see  the  truth  and  grounds  it  stands  on. 
That  perhaps  is  too  much  for  the  profane  vulgar  to 
know;  it  is  enough  for  them  that  you  know  it  for 
them,  and  have  assured  them,  that  you  can,  when  you 
please  to  condescend  so  far,  confound  all  that  any  one 
offers  against  your  opinion.  An  implicit  faith  of  your 
being  in  the  right,  and  ascribing  victory  to  you,  even  in 
points  whereof  you  have  said  nothing ;  is  that  which 
some  sort  of  men  think  most  useful ;  and  so  their  fol- 
lowers have  but  tongues  for  their  champion  to  give  him 
the  praise  and  authority  he  aims  at,  it  is  no  matter  whe- 
ther they  have  any  eyes  for  themselves  to  see  on  which 
side  the  truth  lies.  Thus  methinks  you  and  I  both  find 
our  account  in  this  controversy  under  your  management ; 
you  in  setting  your  reputation  safe  from  the  blemish  it 
would  have  been  to  it  that  you  were  brought  over  to  my 
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Qpfnion ;  and  I  in  seeing  (if  you  will  forgive  me  lo 

presqipptyqus  a  wor4)  that  you  have  left  my  cause  safe 
iu  all  tbosp  p^rts  you  have  said  nothing  to,  and  not  very 
niucb  damaged  in  that  part  you  have  attacked ;  a9  I 
hop^  to  sbpw  the  indifferent  reader*  You  enter  upon 
your  specimen,  p.  2,  by  minding  me  that  I  tell  you. 
That  I  doitbt  not  but  to  let  you  see,  that  if  you  will 
be  tru^  to  your  own  principles,  and  stand  to  what  you 
'*  have  said,  you  must  carry  some  degrees  of  force  to 
'*  all  those  degrees  which  in  words  you  declare  against ; 
^'  even  to  the  discipline  of  fire  and  faggot,"  And  you 
say,  *^  if  I  make  my  word  good,  you  assure  me  you  will 
carry  a  faggot  yourself  to  the  burning  what  you  have 
written  for  so  nnmeroiful  and  outrageous  a  discipline : 
but  till  I  have  done  that,  you  suppose  the  discipline 
you  have  endeavoured  to  defend,  may  remain  safe  and 
*^  nnhurt ;  ai|  it  is  in  its  own  nature,  harmless  and  salu- 
"  tary  to  the  world." 

To  promise  fairly  is  then  the  part  of  an  honest  man, 
when  the  time  of  performance  is  not  yet  come.  But  it 
falls  out  unluckily  here,  for  you  who  have  undertaken, 
by  answering  some  parts  of  my  second  Letter,  to  show 
the  answerableness  of  the  whole ;  that  instead  of  an* 
sweringf  you  promise  to  retract,  **  if  J  make  good  my 
*^  wordy  in  proving  upon  your  own  principle^  you  must 
"  carry  your  some  degrees  of  force  to  fire  and  faggot," 
Sir,  my  endeavours  to  make  my  word  good,  have  lain 
before  you  a  pretty  competent  time ;  the  world  is  wit- 
ness of  it,  and  wiUy  as  I  imagine,  think  it  time  for  you, 
since  you  yourself  have  brought  this  question  upon  the 
stage,  either  to  acknowledge  that  I  have  made  my  word 
good ;  or  by  invalidating  my  ai*guments,  show  that  I 
have  not*  He  that  after  a  debt  of  so  many  years  only 
promise?  what  brave  things  he  will  do  hereafteri  is 
hardly  thought  upon  the  Exchange  to  do  what  he  ought 
The  account  in  his  hand  requires  to  be  made  up  and 
balanced ;  and  that  will  show,  not  what  he  is  to  pro* 
mise,  but,  if  he  be  a  fair  man,  what  be  is  to  perform. 
If  the  schools  make  longer  allowances  of  time,  and  ad* 
mit  evasions  for  satisfaction ;  it  is  fit  you  use  ypur  privi- 
lege, and  take  more  time  to  consider;  only  I  crave 
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leave  in  the  mean  while  to  refer  my  reader  to  whi^t  I 
have*  said  on  this  argument,  chap,  iv,  of  n)y  third  Letter, 
that  he  may  have  a  view  of  your  way  of  answering  by 
sp^imen*  and  jpdge  whether  all  that  J  have  there  urged 
be  answered  by  what  you  say  here ;  gr  what  you  promise 
her^  be  ever  like  to  be  performed. 

The  next  sample  you  give  to  show  the  answerableness 
of  my  letter,  is  not  much  more  lucky  than  the  former ; 
it  may  be  seen,  p.  3  and  4,  where  you  say,  that  I  tell 
you,  p.  119j  "  That  you  have  altered  the  question  ;** 
for  it  seems,  p.  26,  you  tell  me  the  question  between  us 
is,  "  Whether  the  magistrate  has  a  right  to  use  force, 
to  bring  men  to  the  true  religion  ?  Whereas,  p.  76, 
you  yourself,  I  say,  own  the  question  to  be,  whether 
the  magistrate  has  a  right  to  use  force  in  matters  ot 
religion  ?"  "  Which  affirmation,  of  mine,  you  must 
^^  take  leave  to  tell  me,  is  a  mere  fiction,  for  neither 
♦*  p.  76,  nor  any-where  else,  do  you  own  the  question  to 
•*  be  what  I  say  you  do." 

"  And  as  to  using  force  iq  matters  of  religion  (which 
"  you  say  are  my  words  not  yours,)  if  I  mean  by  it  the 
^^  using  force  to  bring  men  to  any  other  religion  besides 
♦*  the  true ;  you  are  so  far  from  owning  the  question  to 
*^  be,  whether  the  magistrate  has  a  right  to  use  force 
f^  for  such  a  purpose,  that  you  have  always  thought  it 
**  out  of  question,  that  no  man  in  the  world,  magistrate 
or  other,  can  have  any  right  to  use  either  force,  or  any 
other  mqans  that  I  can  name,  to  bring  men  to  any 
false  religion ;  how  much  soever  he  may  persuade 
"  himself  that  it  is  true." 

"  It  is  not  therefore  from  any  alteration,  but  from 
^^  the  true  state  of  the  question,  that  you  take  occasion, 
as  I  complain  without  cau^e,  to  lay  a  load  on  me 
for  charging  you  with  the  absurdities  of  a  power  in 
*^  the  magistrates  to  punish  men,  to  bring  them  to 
<*  their  religion."  "  But  it  seems,  having  little  to  say 
ag^nst  what  you  do  assert,  you  say,  I  find  it  neces«- 
sary  myself  to  alter  the  question,  and  to  make  the 
"  world  believe  that  you  assert  what  you  do  not ;  that 
*'  I  may  have  something  before  me  which  I  can  con- 
«  fute." 
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In  this  paragraph  you  positively  deny,  that  it  is  any- 
where owned  by  you  as  the  question  between  us  "  Whe- 
'^  ther  the  magistrate  has  a  right  of  using  force  in  mat- 
"  ters  of  religion  ?"  Indeed  these  words  are  not  as  they 
are  cited  in  p.  76  of  your  former  Letter ;  but  he  that 
will  turn  over  the  leaf,  may,  in  p.  78,  read  these  words 
of  yours,  viz.  that  "  You  refer  it  to  me,  whether  I,  in 
saying  nobody  has  a  right,  or  you,  in  saying  the 
magistrate  has  a  right  to  use  force  in  matters  of  reli- 
gion,  have  most  reason :"  though  you  positively  tell 
me,  "  that  neither  p.  76,  nor  any-where  else,  do  you 
"  own  the  question  to  be  what  I  say  you  do.**  And  now 
let  the  reader  judge  between  us.  I  should  not  perhaps 
have  so  much  as  taken  notice  of  this,  but  that  you  who 
are  so  sparing  of  your  answer,  that  you  think  a  brief 
specimen  upon  some  few  pages  of  the  beginning  of  my 
Letter,  sufficient  to  confute  all  I  have  said  in  it ;  do  yet 
spend  the  better  part  of  two  pages  on  this  :  which  if  I 
had  been  mistaken  in,  it  had  been  of  no  great  conse- 
quence ;  of  which  I  see  no  other  use  you  have,  but  to  cast 
on  me  some  civil  reflections  of  your  fashion ;  and  fix  on 
me  the  imputation  of^  fiction,  mere  fiction ;  a  compliment 
which  I  shall  not  return  you,  though  you  say,  **  using 
**  roBCE  IN  MATTERS  OF  RELIGION,"  are  my  words, 
not  yours.  Whether  they  are  your  words  or  not,  let  p.  78 
of  your  former  Letter  decide ;  where  you  own  yourself 
to  say,  that  **  the  magistrate  has  a  right  to  use  force 
**  in  matters  of  religion."  So  that  this,  as  I  take  it,  is 
a  specimen  of  your  being  very  positive  in  a  mistake,  and 
about  a  plain  matter  of  fact ;  about  an  action  of  your 
own ;  and  so  will  scarce  prove  a  specimen  of  the  an- 
swerableness  of  all  I  say  in  my  letter ;  unless  we  must 
allow  that  truth  and  falsehood  are  equaUy  answerable, 
when  you  declare  against  either  of  them. 

The  next  part  of  your  specimen  we  have,  p.  4,  5, 
where  you  tell  me  that  I  undertake  to  prove,  that  **  if 
**  upon  your  grounds  the  magistrate  be  obliged  to  use 
"  force  to  bring  men  to  the  true  religion ;  it  will  neces- 
*'  sarily  follow,  that  every  magistrate,  who  believes  his 
V  religion  to  be  true,  is  obliged  to  use  force  to  bring 
"  men  to  his," 
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•*  Now  because  this  undertaking  is  so  necessary  for 
me ;  and  my  whole  cause  seems  to  depend  upon  the 
"  success  of  it :  you  shall  the  more  carefully  consider 
"  how  well  I  perform  it.  But  before  you  do  this,  it  will 
**  be  fit  to  let  me  know,  in  what  sense  you  grant  my 
"  inference,  and  in  what  sense  you  deny  it.  Now  that 
**  every  magistrate,  who  upon  just  and  sufficient  grounds 
believes  his  religion  to  be  true,  is  obliged  to  use  some 
moderate  penalties,  (which  is  all  the  force  you  ever 
contended  for,)  to  bring  men  to  his  religion,  you 
freely  grant;  because  that  must  needs  be  the  true 
"  religion ;  since  no  other  can,  upon  such  grounds,  be 
believed  to  be  true.  But  that  any  magistrate,  who 
upon  weak  and  deceitful  grounds  believes  a  false  re- 
ligion to  be  true,  (and  he  can  never  do  it  upon  better 
grounds,)  is  obliged  to  use  the  same,  or  any  other 
means,  to  bring  men  to  his  religion ;  this  you  flatly 
deny ;  nor  can  it  by  any  rules  of  reasoning  be  inferred 
**  from  what  you  assert." 

Here  you  tell  me  you  grant  my  inference  in  this  sense, 
viz.  "  That  every  magistrate,  who  upon  just  and  sufli* 
cient  grounds  believes  his  religion  to  be  true,  is  bound 
to  use  force  to  bring  men  to  it." 
Here  you  grant  that  every  magistrate,  without  know-* 
ing  that  his  religion  is  true,  is  obliged,  upon  his  belie v- 
ing  it  to  be  true,  to  use  force  to  bring  men  to  it ;  in- 
deed you  add,  "  who  believes  it  to  be  true  upon  just 
•*  and  sufficient  grounds."  So  you  have  got  a  distinc- 
tion, and  that  always  sets  off  a  disputant,  though  many 
times  it  is  of  no  use  to  his  argument.  For  here  let  me 
ask  you,  who  must  be  judge,  whether  the  grounds  upon 
which  he  believes  his  religion  to  be  true,  be  just  and 
sufficient  ?  Must  the  magistrate  himself  judge  for  him- 
self, or  must  you  judge  for  him  ?  A  third  competitor  in 
this  judgment  I  know  not  where  you  will  find  for  your 
turn.  If  every  magistrate  must  judge  for  himself,  whe- 
ther the  grounds  upon  which  he  believes  his  religion  to 
be  true,  are  just  and  sufficient  grounds ;  your  limita- 
tion of  the  use  of  force  to  such  only  as  believe  upon  just 
and  sufficient  grounds,  bating  that  it  is  an  ornament  to 
your  style  and  learning,  might  have  been  spared,  since 
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it  leaves  my  inference  untouched  in  the  full  latitude  I 
have  expressed  it  concerning  every  magistrate;  there 
not  being  any  one  magistrate  excluded  thereby  from  an 
obligation  to  use  forqe  to  bring  men  to  his  pwn  reli- 
gion, by  this  your  distinction.  For  if  every  magistrate, 
who  upon  just  and  sufficient  grounds  believes  his  reli- 
gion to  be  true,  be  obliged  to  use  force  to  bring  men  to 
his  religion,  and  every  magistrate  be  himself  judge, 
whether  the  grounds  he  believes  upon  be  just  and  suffi- 
cient; it  is  visible  every  magistrate  is  obliged  to  use 
force  to  bring  men  to  his  religion ;  since  any  one*  who 
believes  any  religion  to  be  true,  cannot  but  judge  the 
grounds,  upon  which  he  believes  it  to  be  true,  are  just 
and  sufficient :  for  if  he  judged  otherwise,  he  could  not 
then  believe  it  to  be  true.  If  you  say,  you  must  judge 
for  the  magistrate,  then  what  you  grant  is  this.  That 
every  magistrate  who,  upon  grounds  that  you  judge  to 
be  just  and  sufficient,  believes  his  religion  to  be  true,  is 
obliged  to  use  force  to  bring  men  to  his  religion.  If 
this  be  your  meaning,  as  it  seems  not  much  remote 
jrom  it,  you  will  do  well  to  s|>eak  it  out,  that  the  ma- 
gistrates of  the  world  may  know  who  to  have  recoMrse  to 
in  the  difficulty  you  put  upon  them,  in  declaring  them 
under  an  obligation  to  use  force  to  bring  men  to.  the 
true  religion ;  which  they  can  neither  certainly  know, 
nor  must  venture  to  use  force  to  bring  men  to,  upon 
their  own  persuasion  of  the  truth  of  it ;  when  they  have 
nothing  but  one  of  these  two,  viz.  knowledge,  or  be- 
lief that  the  religion  they  promote  is  true,  to  deter- 
mine them.  Necessity  has  at  last  (unless  you  would  have 
the  magistrate  act  in  the  dark  and  use  his  force  wholly 
at  random)  prevailed  on  you  to  grant,  that  the  magi- 
strate may  use  force  to  bring  ^en  to  that  religion  which 
he  believes  to  be  true ;  but,  say  you,  ^^  his  belief  must 
^^  be  upon  just  and  sufficient  grounds."  The  same  ne- 
cessity remaining  still,  must  prevail  with  you  to  go  one 
step  further,  and  tell  me  whether  the  n^agistrate  himself 
must  be  judge,  whether  the  grounds,  upon  which  he 
believes  his  religion  to  be  true,  be  just  and  sufficient ; 
or  whether  you  are  to  be  judge  for  him.  If  you  say  the 
first,  my  inference  stands  good,  and  thpn  this  qnf»stiop. 
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I  think,  is  yielded,  and  at  an  end.  If  you  say  you  are  to 
be  judge  for  the  magistrates,  I  shdl  congratulate  to  the 
magistrates  of  the  world  the  way  you  have  found  out  for 
them  to  acquit  themselves  of  their  duty,  if  you  will  but 
please  to  publish  it,  that  they  may  know  where  to  find 
you ;  for  in  truth,  sir,'*!  prefer  you,  in  this  case,  to  the 
pope ;  though  you  know  that  old  gentleman  at  Rome 
has  long  since  laid  claim  to  all  decisions  of  this  kind, 
and  alleges  infallibility  for  the  support  of  his  title ;  which 
indeed  will  scarce  be  able  to  stand  at  Rome,  or  any- 
where else,  without  the  help  of  infallibility.  But  of 
this  perhaps  more  in  the  next  paragraph. 

You  go  on  with  your  specimen  in  your  next  pa- 
ragraph, p.  5,  tvhich  I  shall  crave  leave  of  tny  reader  to 
set  down  at  large,  it  being  a  most  exact  and  studied 
piece  of  artificial  fencing,  wherein,  under  the  cover  of 
good  words,  and  the  appearance  of  nice  thinking,  no- 
thing is  said ;  and  therefore  many  deserve  to  be  kept,  not 
as  a  specimen  of  your  answering ;  for,  as  we  shall  see, 
you  answer  nothing ;  but  as  a  specimen  of  your  skill  in 
seeniing  to  say  something  where  you  have  nothing  to 
ans\i«^er.  You  tell  me  that  I  say,  p.  120,  that  "  I  sup- 
**  pose  that  you  will  grant  me  (what  he  must  be  a  hard 
"  man  indeed  that  will  not  grant)  that  any  thing  laid 
"  Upon  the  magistrate  as  a  duty,  is  some  way  or  other 
**  practicable.  Now  the  magistrate  being  obliged  to 
**  use  force  in  matters  of  religion,  but  yet  so  as  to  bring 
**  tnen  only  to  the  true  religion ;  he  will  not  be  in  any 
capacity  to  perform  this  part  of  his  duty,  unless  the 
refigion  he  is  to  promote  be  what  he  can  certainly 
*•  know ;  or  else  what  it  is  sufficient  for  hltn  to  believe 
**  to  be  the  true :  either  his  knowledge,  or  his  opinion, 
*'  must  point  out  that  religion  to  him,  which  he  is  by 
^  force  to  promote.  Where,  if  by  knowing,  or  knoW- 
••  ledee,  I  mean  the  efFet:t  of  strict  demonstration ;  and 
by  believing,  or  opinion,  any  sort  of  assent  or  per- 
suasion how  slightly  soever  grounded :  then  you  must 
deny  the  sufficiency  of  my  cUvision ;  because  there  is 
a  third  sort  or  degree  of  persuasion,  which,  though 
not  gUDunded  upon  strict  demonstration }  yet  in  firm- 
ness ^nd  stability  does  fi^  exceed  that  which  is  built 
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'*  upon  slight  appearances  of  probability;  being  ground- 
*^  ed  upon  such  clear  and  solid  proof,  as  leaves  no  rea- 
*^  sonable  doubt  in  an  attentive  and  unbiassed  mind: 
**  so  that  it  approaches  very  near  to  that  which  is  pro- 
**  duced  by  demonstration ;  and  is  therefore^  as  it  re- 
"  spects  religion,  very  frequently  and  familiarly  called 
"  in  scripture  not  faith  or  belief  only,  but  knowledge ; 
*^  and  in  divers  places  full  assurance ;  as  might  easily 
"  be  shown,  if  that  were  needful.  Now  this  kind  of 
**  persuasion,  this  knowledge,  this  full  assurance  men 
**  may,  and  ought  to  have  of  the  true  religion :  but 
**  they  can  never  have  it  of  a  false  one.  And  this  it 
**  is,  that  must  point  out  that  religion  to  the  magi- 
*^  strate,  which  he  is  to  promote  by  the  method  you 
"  contend  for." 

Here  the  first  thing  you  do  is  to  pretend  an  uncer- 
tainty of  what  I  mean  by  "  knowing  or  knowledge,  and 
"  by  believing  or  opinion."  First,  As  to  knowledge, 
I  have  said  "  certainly  know."  I  have  called  it  "  vi- 
"  sion ;  knowledge  and  certainty ;  knowledge  properly 
*'  so  called."  And  for  believing  or  opinion,  I  speak 
of  believing  with  assurance ;  and  say,  that  believing  in 
the  highest  degree  of  assurance,  is  not  knowledge.  That 
whatever  is  not  capable  of  demonstration,  is  not,  un- 
less it  be  self-evident,  capable  to  produce  knowledge, 
how  well  grounded  and  great  soever  the  assurance  of 
faith  may  be  wherewith  it  is  received.  That  I  grant, 
that  a  istong  assurance  of  any  truth,  settled  upon  pre- 
valent and  well-grounded  arguments  of  probability^  is 
often  called  knowledge  in  popular  ways  of  talking ;  but 
being  here  to  distinguish  between  knowledge  and  bdief, 
to  what  degrees  of  confidence  soever  raised,  their  boun- 
daries must  be  kept,  and  their  names  not  confounded ; 
with  more  to  the  same  purpose,  p.  120,  121 ;  whereby 
it  is  so  plain,  that  by  biowledge  I  mean  the  effect  of 
strict  demonstration;  and  by  believing  or  opinion,  I 
mean  any  degree  of  persuasion  even  to  the  highest  de- 
gree of  assurance;  that  I  challenge  you  yourself  to  set  it 
down  in  plainer  and  more  express  terms.  But  nobody 
can  blame  you  for  not  finding  your  adversary's  mean- 
ing, let  it  be  ever  so  plain ;  when  you  can  find  nothing 
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to  answer  to  it  The  reason  therefore  which  you  allege 
for  the  denying  the  sufficiency  of  my  division,  is  no 
reason  at  all.  Your  pretended  reason  is  because  there 
is  '^  a  third  sort  or  degree  of  persuasion  ;  which  though 
*^  not  grounded  upon  strict  demonstration ;  yet  in  firm- 
"  ness  and  stability  does  far  exceed  that  which  is  built 
''  upon  slight  appearances  of  probability,'*  &c.  Let  it 
be  so,  that  there  is  a  degree  of  persuasion ;  not  grounded 
upon  strict  demonstration,  far  exceeding  that  which  is 
built  upon  slight  appearances  of  probability.  But  let 
me  ask  you  what  reason  can  this  be  to  deny  the  suffici- 
ency of  my  division,  because  there  is,  as  you  say,  a  third 
sort  or  degree  of  persuasion ;  when  even  that  which  you 
call  this  third  sort  or  degree  of  persuasion  is  contained 
in  my  division.  This  is  a  specimen  indeed,  not  of  an- 
swering what  I  have  said ;  but  of  not  answering ;  and 
for  such  I  leave  it  to  the  reader.  "  A  degree  of  per- 
^  suasion,  though  not  grounded  on  strict  demonstra- 
tion, yet  in  firmness  and  stability  far  exceeding  that 
which  is  built  upon  slight  appearances  of  probability, 
you  call  here  a  third  sort  or  degree  of  persuasion." 
Fray  tell  me  which  are  the  two  other  sorts ;  for  know- 
ledge upon  strict  demonstration,  is  not  belief  or  per- 
suasion, but  wholly  above  it.  Besides,  if  the  degrees 
of  firmness  in  persuasion  make  different  sorts  of  per- 
suasion, there  are  not  only  three,  but  three  hundred  sorts 
of  persuasion ;  and  therefore  the  naming  of  your  tliird 
sort  was  with  little  ground,  and  to  no  purpose  or  ten- 
dency to  an  answer ;  though  the  drawing  in  something 
like  a  distinction  be  always  to  the  purpose  of  a  man 
who  hath  nothing  to  answer ;  it  giving  occasion  for  the 
use  of  many  good  words;  which,  though  nothing  to 
the  point,  serve  to  cover  the  disputant's  saying  nothing, 
under  the  appearance  of  learnings  to  those  who  will  not 
be  at  the  pains  to  examine  what  he  says. 

You  say,  ^*  every  magistrate  is  by  the  law  of  nature 
under  an  obligation  to  use  force  to  bring  men  to  the 
true  religion."  To  this  I  urge,  that  the  magistrate 
})ath  nothing  else  to  determine  him  in  the  use  of  force, 
ibr  promotion  of  any  religion  one  before  another^  but 
only  his  own  belief  or  persuasion  of  the  truth  of  it. 
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Here  you  had  nothing  to  do,  but  fairljr  to  grdnt  or 
deny :  but  instead  thereof  you  first  i-aise  a  gl-oundle!» 
doubt  as  I  have  shown  about  my  meatiiilg,  whefeof  there 
could  be  no  doubt  at  all  to  any  one  who  vrould  but  read 
what  I  had  said :  and  thereupon  having  got  a  pretence 
for  a  distinctiori,  you  solemnly  tell  the  world  "  there  is  a 
"  third  sort  of  persuasion,  which,  though  not  grounded 
"  on  strtbi  demonstration ;  yet  in  firmness  dnd  stability 
"  does  far  exceed  that  which  is  built  upon  slight  ap- 
**  pearances  of  probability,  leaving  no  doubt,  approach- 
**  ing  near  to  knowledge,  being  full  assurance."  Well, 
the  magistrate  hath  a  **  persuasion  of  firnlness  and  sta- 
"  bility,  has  full  assurance;"  must  he  be  determined 
by  this  his  full  assurance  in  the  promoting  of  that  reli- 
gion by  force,  of  whose  truth  he  is  in  so  high  a  degree 
of  persuasion  so  fully  assured  ?  "  No,  say  you,  It  must 
**  be  grounded  upon  such  clear  and  solid  proof  as  leaves 
♦*  no  reasonable  doubt  in  an  attentive  and  unbiassed 
"  mind."  To  wKtch  the  magistrate  is  ready  to  i^ply, 
that  he,  upon  his  grounds,  can  see  no  reasonable  doiibt; 
and  that  his  is  an  attentive  atid  unbiassed  mind ;  df 'all 
which  he  himself  is  to  be  judge,  till  you  can  produce 
your  authority  to  judge  for  him ;  though,  in  the  coil- 
clusion,  you  actually  make  yourself  judge  foir  him. 
**  It  is  such  a  kind  of  persuasion,  such  a  full  assurance 
**  must  point  out  to  the  magistrate  that  religion  he  is  to 
promote  by  force,  which  can  never  be  had  but  of  the 
true  religion :"  which  is  in  effect,  as  every  one  ttjay 
see,  the  religion  that  you  judge  to  be  true ;  and  not  the 
religion  the  magistrate  judges  to  be  true.  For  prdy  tfell 
me,  must  the  magistrate's  f\ill  assurance  point  oiit  to 
hini  the  religion  which  he  is  by  foi*ce  to  promote ;  or 
must  he  by  force  promote  a  religion,  of  whose  truth  he 
hath  no  belief,  no  assurance  at  all  ?  If  you  say  the  first 
of  these,  you  gf  ant  that  every  magistrate  must  Use  force 
to  promote  his  own  religion ;  for  that  is  the  religion 
whereof  he  has  so  full  assurance,  that  he  ventures  his 
etehial  state  upon  it.  Ay,  say  you,  that  is  for  Want  of 
attention ;  and  because  he  is  not  utibiiElssed.  It  is  like 
he  will  say  the  same  of  you,  and  thetl  you  arc  quits. 
And  that  he  should  by  force  plromote  thnt  psiigion  which 
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he  believes  not  to  be  true,  is  so  absurd,  that  I  think  you 
can  neither  expect  it,  nor  bring  yourself  to  say  it.  Nei« 
ther  of  these  therefore  being  answers  that  you  can  make 
use  of,  that  which  lies  at  the  bottom,  though  you  give  it 
but  covertly,  is  this,  **  That  the  magistrate  ought  by 
force  to  promote  the  religion  that  you  believe  with  full 
assurance  to  be  true.'*  This  would  do  admirably  well 
for  your  purpose,  were  not  the  magistrate  intitled  to  ask, 
**  who  made  you  a  judge  for  him  in  the  case  ?  "  And 
ready  to  retort  your  own  words  upon  you,  that  it  is 
want  of  attention  and  unbiassedness  in  you,  that  puts 
your  religion  past  doubt  with  you  upon  your  proofs  of 
it.  Try  when  you  please  with  a  bramin,  a  mahometan, 
a  papist,  lutheran,  quaker,  anabaptist,  presbyterian,  &c. 
you  will  find  if  you  argue  with  them,  as  you  do  here 
with  me,  that  the  matter  will  rest  here  between  you,  and 
that  you  are  no  more  a  judge  for  any  of  them  than  they 
are  for  you.  Men  in  all  religions  have  equally  strong 
persuasions,  and  every  one  must  judge  for  himself;  nor 
can  an  J  one  judge  for  another,  and  you  least  of  all  for 
the  magistrate ;  the  ground  you  build  upon,  that  ^^  firm- 
**  ness  ^nd  stability  of  persuasion  in  the  highest  degree 
**  of  assurance  leaves  no  doubt,  can  never  be  had  of  a 
**  false  religion ''  being  false ;  all  your  talk  of  full  as^ 
surance  pointing  out  to  the  magistrate  the  true  religion 
that  he  is  obliged  by  force  to  promote,  amounts  to  no 
more  but  his  own  religion,  and  can  point  out  no  other 
to  him. 

However,  in  the  next  paragraph,  you  go  on  with 
your  specimen,  and  tell  me,  '*  Hence  appears  the  im- 
pertinency  of  all  I  discourse,  p.  143,  144,  concern- 
ing the  difference  between  faith  and  knowledge: 
where  the  thing  I  was  concerned  to  make  out,  if  I 
**  would  speak  to  the  purpose,  was  no  other  but  this, 
**  that  there  are  as  clear  and  solid  grounds  for  the  belief 
**  of  false  religions,  as  there  are  for  the  belief  of  the  true : 
**  or  that  men  both  as  firmly  and  as  rationally  believe 
**  and  embrace  false  religions  as  they  can  the  true. 
"  This,  you  confess,  is  a  point,  which,  you  say,  when  I 
'*  have  well  cleared  and  established  it,  will  do  my  busi- 
**  ness,  but  nothing  else  wiU.  And  therefore  my  talk 
yoL.  V,  So 
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^  6f  fkith  )ifid  knowledge ;  hoWbve)^  it  tnHf  diiitiM  sudi 
ta  Bite  prone  id  adnlire  dl  thut  I  slijr ;  Witt  never  en^^ 
abl«  til^,  before  better  judges^  {torn  the  duty  o^  eVet^^ 
kitdgistrat^  to  Ude  moderate  penalties  for  promotitig 
thb  true  religion,  tb  iufbr  the  same  oMigatidti  to  lie 
upon  every  magistrate  in  respect  of  his  religion, 
Whatever  it  be." 
Where  the  impertinency  lies  will  be  seen  when  it  is 
remembei'ed,  that  the  question  between  us  is  not  what 
religidU  has  the  most  clear  and  solid  grounds  for  the  be- 
lief of  it ;  much  less  whether  "  there  are  as  clear  and 
''  solid  grounds  for  the  belief  of  false  religionS)  as  there 
•*  are  for  the  belief  of  the  true,"  i.  e.  whether,  falsehood 
hds  as  much  truth  in  it  as  truth  itself?  A  question, 
which,  I  guess,  no  man  but  one  of  your  great  perti- 
nency, could  ever  have  proposed.  But  the  question 
here  between  you  and  me,  is  what  must  point  out  to  the 
magistrate  that  religion  which  he  is  by  force  to  pro- 
mote, that  so  he  may  be  able  to  perform  the  duty  that 
you  pretend  is  incumbent  on  him  by  the  laW  of  nature; 
and  here  1  proved,  that  having  no  certain  demonstrative 
knowledge  of  the  true  religion,  all  that  was  left  him  to 
determine  him  in  the  application  of  force  (which  you 
inaki^  thfe  prt)per  instrument  of  promoting  the  true  re- 
ligion) for  the  promotitig  the  true  religion,  was  only 
his  pei*sUasioh,  belief,  or  assurance  of  the  true  religion, 
which  was  always  his  own ;  and  so  in  this  state  the  re- 
ligion, which  by  force  the  magistrates  of  the  worid  must 
of  necessity  promote,  must  be  either  their  own  or  none 
at  all.  Thus  the  argument  standing  between  US,  I  am 
lipt  to  think  the  world  may  be  of  opinion,  that  it  had 
been  pertinent  to  your  cause  to  have  answered  my  argu- 
ment, if  you  had  any  thing  to  answer ;  which  Since  you 
have  not  dbne,  this  specimen  also  of  the  facility^  where- 
with you  can  answer  all  I  have  said  in  the  third  I/etter, 
may  be  joined  to  the  former,  and  be  a  specimen  of 
something  else  than  what  you  intended  it.  For  in  truth, 
sir,  the  endeavouring  to  set  up  a  new  question  absurd  in 
itself,  and  nothing  at  all  to  the  purpose,  without  oflering 
any  thing  to  clear  the  difficulty  you  were  pressed  with ; 
will  to  understanding  readers  appear  pei^nent  in  one 


Whb  setis  hifuself  up  tot  an  arrant  DMwcttnsi^  And  i* 
giving  dpedmetas  of  hiinseir^  thkt  nothing  cbn  sttod  ih 
his  way. 

It  is  With  thg  same  peHiii^ncy^  that  to  thi^  ph)po^ 
sition^  *'  that  there  are  as  clear  and  solid  grbbnd^  for 
^  th^  beli(?f  of  a  false  religion  as  theiHs  are  foi-  the  be- 
«  lief  of  th^  true,**  ydu  join  this  following  as  an  e€(uiva-« 
lent,  "  Or  that  men  may  both  as  flrmly  and  as  hitioh- 
"  ally  beliere  and  embrace  false  religions  as  they  can 
'*  the  tfue  !  *'  and  you  wbuld  fain  have  it  thought  that 
ydui^  cause  is  gained,  Unless  I  will  maintain  these  two 
absuhl  propositions,  which  my  argutanent  has  nothing 
to  do  With. 

And  you  seem  to  me  to  build  updii  these  two  false 
propositiohs : 

I.  That  in  the  Waht  of  knowledge  and  certainty  df 
which  is  the  true  religion,  nothing  is  fit  tb  set  the  ma- 
gistrate Upon  doing  his  duty  in  employing  df  fort:^  to 
make  men  consider  and  embrace  the  true  religion,  but 
the  highest  persuasion  and  full  assurance  of  its  truth. 
Whereas  his  own  persuasion  of  the  truth  of  his  own  re- 
ligion, in  what  degree  soever  it  be,  so  he  believes  it  to 
be  triie ;  Will,  if  he  thinks  it  his  duty  by  fot*ce  tb  pro- 
mote the  true,  b6  sufficient  to  set  him  on  work.  Nbf 
can  it  be  otherwise,  since  his  bWn  persuasion  of  his  own 
religibn,  Which  he  judges  so  well  grounded  as  to  Venture 
his  future  state  updn  it,  caiinot  but  be  sUftciMt  tb  set 
him  Upon  doing  what  he  takes  to  be  his  duty  in  bring- 
ing others  to  the  same  religibU. 

II.  Another  false  supposition  you  build  Upon  is  this, 
that  the  tl'ue  religion  is  always  embraced  With  the 
firmest  assent.  There  is  scarce  any  one  so  little  ac- 
quainted with  the  worlds  that  hath  not  met  With  In- 
stances of  men  most  unmoveably  confident,  and  fully 
assui-ed  in  a  religion  which  was  not  the  true.  Nor  is 
there  among  thd  many  absurd  religions  of  the  world, 
almost  any  one  that  does  not  find  votaries  to  lay  down 
their  lives  for  it :  and  if  that  be  not  firm  persuasion 
and  fnll  assurance  that  is  stronger  than  the  love  of  life, 
and  has  force  enough  to  make  a  man  throW  himself  into 
the  arms  of  death,  it  is  hard  to  know  wh4t  is  firm  pttn 
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9uasioD  and  full  assurance.  Jews  and  mahometens  have 
frequently  given  instances  of  this  highest  degree  of  per- 
suasion. And  the  bramins  religion  in  the  East  is  enter- 
tained bj  its  followers  with  no  less  assurance  of  its  truth, 
since  it  is  not  unusual  for  some  of  them  to  throw  them* 
selves  under  the  wheels  of  a  mighty  chariot^  wherein 
they  on  solemn  days  draw  the  image  of  their  God  about 
in  procession  9  there  to  he  crushed  to  death,  and  sacri- 
fice their  lives  in  honour  of  the  God  they  believe  in. 
If  it  be  objected,  that  those  are  examples  of  mean  and 
common  men ;  but  the  great  men  of  the  world,  and  the 
heads  of  societies,  do  not  so  easily  give  themselves  up  to 
a  confirmed  bigotry.  I  answer,  The  persuasion  they 
have  of  the  truth  of  their  own  religion,  is  visibly  strong 
enough  to  make  them  venture  themselves,  and  use  force 
to  others  upon  the  belief  of  it.  Princes  are  made  like 
other  men ;  believe  upon  the  like  grounds  that  other 
inen  do ;  and  act  as  warmly  upon  that  belief,  though 
the  grounds  of  their  persuasion  be  in  themselves  not  very 
clear,  or  may  appear  to  others  to  be  not  of  the  utmost 
solidity.  Men  act  by  the  strength  of  their  persuasion, 
though  they  do  not  always  place  their  persuasion  and 
assent  on  that  side  on  which,  in  reality,  the  strength  of 
truth  lies.  Reasons  that  are  not  thought  of,  nor  heard 
of,  nor  rightly  apprehended,  nor  duly  weighed,  make 
no  impression  on  the  mind :  and.truth,  how  richly  soever 
stored  with  them,  may  not  be  assented  to,  but  lie  neg« 
lected.  The  only  difi*erence  between  princes  and  other 
men  herein,  is  this,  that  princes  are  usually  more 

POSITIVE    IN   MATTERS  OF  RELIGION,  BUT   LESS   IN- 

STRUCTED.  The  softness  and  pleasures  of  a  court,  to 
which  they  are  usually  abandoned  when  young ;  and 
affairs  of  state  which  wholly  possess  them  w^hen  grown 
up ;  seldom  allow  any  of  them  time  to  consider  and 
examine  that  they  may  embrace  the  true  religion.  And 
here  your  scheme,  upon  your  own  supposition,  has  a 
fundamental  errour  that  overturns  it.  For  your  affirming 
that  force,  your  way  applied,  is  the  necessary  and  com* 
petent  means  to  bring  men  to  the  true  religion ;  you 
leave  magistrates  destitute  of  these  necessary  and  com* 
petent  me^nj?  pf  being   brought  to  th^  true  religioui 
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though  that  be  the  readiest  way,  in  your  scheme  the 
only  way,  to  bring  other  men  to  it,  and  is  contended  for 
by  you  as  the  only  method. 

But  further,  you  will  perhaps  be  ready  to  reply,  that 
you  do  not  say  barely,  that  men  may  not  as  firmly,  but 
that  they  cannot  as  firmly  and  rationally,  believe  and 
embrace  false  religions  as  they  can  the  true.  This,  be 
it  as  true  as  it  will,  is  of  no  manner  of  advantage  to 
your  cause.  For  here  the  question,  necessary  to  be 
considered  in  your  way  of  arguing,  returns  upon  you, 
who  must  be  judge  whether  the  magistrate  believes  and 
embraces  his  religion  rationally  or  no?  If  he  himself 
be  judge,  then  he  does  act  rationally,  and  it  must  have 
the  same  operation  on  him,  as  if  it  were  the  most  rational 
in  the  world ;  if  you  must  be  judge  for  him,  whether 
his  belief  be  rational  or  no,  why  may  not  others  judge 
for  him  as  well  as  you  ?  or  at  least  he  judge  for  you, 
as  well  as  you  for  him  ;  at  least  till  you  have  produced 
your  patent  of  infallibility  and  commission  of  superin- 
tendency  over  the  belief  of  the  magistrates  of  the  earth, 
and  shown  the  commisHon  whereby  you  are  appointed 
the  director  of  the  magistrates  of  the  world  in  their  be- 
lief, which  is  or  is  not  the  true  religion  ?  Do  not  think 
this  said  without  cause ;  your  whole  discourse  here  has 
no  other  tendency,  but  the  making  yourself  judge  of 
what  religion  should  be  promoted  by  the  magistrate's 
force ;  which,  let  me  tell  you  by  the  way,  every  warm 
zealot  in  any  religion  has  as  much  right  to  be  as  you. 
I  beseech  you  tell  me,  are  you  not  persuaded,  nay  fully 
assured,  that  the  church  of  England  is  in  the  right,  and 
all  that  dissent  from  her  are  in  the  wrong :  Why  else 
would  you  have  force  used  to  make  them  consider  and 
conform  ?  If  then  the  religion  of  the  chui-ch  of  England 
be,  as  you  are  fully  assured,  the  only  true  religion,  and 
the  magistrate  must  ground  his  pei*suasion  of  the  truth 
of  his  religion  on  such  clear  and  solid  proofs  as  the  true 
religion  alone  has,  and  no  false  one  can  have ;  and  by 
that  persuasion  the  magistrate  must  be  directed  in  the 
use  of  force,  (for  all  this  in  effect  you  say,  in  the  sixth 
and  beginning  of  the  seventh  page ;)  what  is  this  but 
covertly  to  say,  that  it  is  the  duty  of  all  magistrates  to 


^9e  force  to  ))ring  n\ex\  to  ^mbrftpe  the  i^ligjon  of  the 
^^hurch  of  ISoglftn^?  Which>  since  it  pl^ii}/  follows  from 
your  doctrine,  and  I  think  you  caqnpt  deny  to  be  ^our 
qplniop,  and  what  in  effept  you  contend  for;  you  will 
^Q  wpU  tq  speak  it  out  in  pl^in  words,  and  then  there  will 
need  no  niore  to  be  said  in  the  question. 

And  now  I  desire  it  inay  be  considered,  what  advgn- 
tfige  this  supposition  pf  forpe,  which  is  supposed  put 
into  the  inagistrate's  hands  by  the  law  of  natpre  to  be 
uspd  in  religion,  brings  to  the  true  religion^  when  it 
t^VJ^fi  fivp  hundred  magistrates  against  the  true  religion9 
who  must  unavoidably  in  the  state  pf  things  in  the  world 
upt  against  it,  for  one  th^t  uses  force  for  it.  I  s^y  thgt 
thl^  iise  of  force  in  the  inagistrate's  hund,  is  barely  sup- 
ppppd  by  you  from  the  benefit  it  is  lil^e  to  produce ;  but 
4t  being  demonstration^  that  the  prejudice  that  wiV 
accrue  to  the  true  reljgipn  from  such  an  use  of  force,  is 
five  hundred  times  more  than  the  advantage  cfin  be  e%r 
pected  from  it ;  the  natural  and  unavoidable  infepence 
from  your  own  ground  of  benefit,  is,  th^t  God  never 
gave  any  such  ppwpr  to  the  magistrate ;  and  th^re  it 
will  rest  till  ypu  can  by  some  better  argument  prove 
the  magistrate  to  have  such  a  power :  tp  which  give 
me  le^ve  to  add  qne  word  more. 

Yon  say  the  magistrate  is  obliged  by  the  law  of  na- 
ture to  use  force  to  promote  the  true  rpligion  ;  must  he 
stand  still  and  do  nothing  till  he  certainly  know  which 
is  the  true  religion  ?  If  so,  the  commission  is  lost,  and 
he  pan  never  do  his  duty ;  for  to  pertain  knowledge  of 
the  true  religion,  he  can  in  this  world  never  arrive. 
May  he  then  ^t  upon  '^  firm  persuasions  and  full  as- 
*^  suranoe,  grounded  upon  such  clear  and  solid  proofs 

as  the  true  religion  alone  has,  and  no  false  one  can 

have?"  And  then  indeed  you  have  distinguished 
ynnrself  into  a  safe  retreat.  For  ^ho  can  doubt  but 
yqur  third  port  or  degree  of  persuasion,  if  that  be  your 
mefining,  will  determine  the  magistrate  to  the  true  re- 
%ion9  when  it  is  grounded  on  those  which  are  the 
proofs  only  of  the  true  religion ;  which  if  it  he  all  that 
ypu  intend  by  your  full  assurancei  (which  i^  the  tiUe 
3FQU  give  t9  this  yppr  third  sort  or  degree  qf  pf if  ii^sifip,) 
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I  H)Wt  4o9ire  jrpw  to  iipply  thif  in  ^syf^v  tfl  wy  ^rfpr 
inent,  I  s^y,  m^gii^tr^tes  in  geqgi^  have  nothing  tp 
4etenpine  them  in  their  jappUcfitioi)  of  foroe  but  ^ehr 
Qifrp  pe^iuaaion ;  an4  your  ^nsw^er  is»  the  magistrate i|  pf 
the  true  religion  have  their  owp  pergi^a^n  to  deteripine 
them ;  hut  of  all  the  other  magiitratesi  which  are  nhpy^ 
ap  hundMs  I  n^ight  ^ay  a  thouac^pd  tp  ope»  you  say  pqi- 
thipg  at  all }  wd  thus,  hy  the  help  of  a  distipctiopi  the 
questipp  is  resolved*  J  sayi  the  magistrates  are  not  in  9 
capaeity  to  perform  their  4Mty,  if  they  \)e  obliged  tp 
use  forcp  to  promote  the  true  religion,  ^pce  th(^y  hftve 
nothing  tP  deteripipe  them  hut  their  own  perfparipp  itf 
the  truth  of  any  religion ;  which,  in  the  variety  pf  rir 
ligions  which  the  magistrates  of  the  world  have  em- 
hraped>  panpot  dirept  them  to  the  true.  Yes,  s^y  ypu, 
their  perpuasipn,  who  have  embraced  ^he  true  r^ligioni 
will  direct  them  tp  the  true  religiopf  'Which  pmoun^A 
at  last  to  no  more  but  this,  That  the  m^gistrat^  j^h^i  is 
in  the  right,  is  in  the  right.  A  very  trup  propopitipn 
without  doubt ;  but  whether  it  removes  the  ^iS^cv^ty  I 
propoaedf  any  better  than  begging  th^  qpe^pn,  ypu 
were  best  consider.  There  are  five  hundred  magistrates 
of  falpp  religions  for  one  that  U  of  the  trpe ;  I  spea^  mpch 
within  compass ;  it  is  a  duty  incumbent  op  them  pUs  $ay 
you,  to  use  force  to  bring  men  to  the  true  religion*  My 
question  is,  how  cap  this  be  compassed  by  Vfken  who  arp 
unavoidably  4^termined  by  the  per§ua$mn  pf  thp  truth; 
of  their  own  religion  ?  It  i^  answpr^da  they  who  are  of 
the  true  religion  will  perform  their  4uty.  A  great  ad^ 
vantage  surely  to  true  religion,  and  worth  the  cpntpni}^ 
ing  for,  that  it  should  be  the  magistrate's  duty  to  UPP 
force  for  promoting  the  true  religion,  when  in  the  state 
of  things  that  is  at  present  in  thp  worldi  and  always  hir 
therto  ha9  been,  one  magistrate  in  ^yp  hundred  will  pw 

force  to  promote  the  true  religion,  9pd  the  other  four 

hundred  ninety-nine  to  prompte  false  pne$. 

But  perhaps  you  will  tell  me,  That  you  do  not  allpw 
that  magistrates,  who  are  of  false  religions^  should  be  de- 
terminpd  by  their  own  persuasions,  which  are  ^  built 
^  upon  slight  appeprapoes  of  probability  ;  hut  suph  a^ 

"  grp  grounded  upon  cfepr  an4  «p1m1  proofs/'  wh«?h  ^ 
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true  religion  alone  has.  In  answer  to  this,  I  ask,  Who 
must  be  judge  whether  his  persuasion  be  grounded  on 
clear  and  solid  proofs ;  the  magistrate  himself,  or  you  for 
him  ?  If  the  magistrate  himself,  then  we  are  but  where 
we  were ;  and  all  that  you  say  here,  with  the  distinc* 
tion  that  you  have  made  about  several  sorts  of  persua- 
sion, serves  only  to  lead  us  about  to  the  same  place :  for 
the  magistrate,  of  what  religion  soever,  must,  not  with 
standing  all  you  have  said,  be  determined  by  his  own 
persuasion.  Jf  you  say  you  must  be  judge  of  the  clear- 
ness and  solidity  of  the  proofs  upon  which  the  magistrate 
grounds  the  belief  of  his  own  religion,  it  is  time  you 
should  produce  your  patent,  and  show  the  commission 
whereby  you  act. 

There  are  other  qualifications  you  assign  of  the  proof, 
on  which  you  tell  us  "  your  thiid  sort  or  degree  of  per- 
^  suasion  is  grounded;  and  that  is  such  as  leaves  no 
^'  reasonable  doubt  in  an  attentive  and  unbiassed  mind : '' 
which,  unless  you  must  be  judge  what  is  a  reasonable 
doubt,  and  which  is  an  attentive  and  unbiassed  mind, 
will  do  you  no  manner  of  service.  If  the  magistrate 
must  be  judge  for  himself  in  this  case,  you  can  have  no- 
thing to  say  to  him ;  but  if  you  must  be  judge,  then  any 
doubt  about  your  religion  will  be  unreasonable,  and  his 
not  embracing  and  promoting  your  religion,  will  be 
want  of  attention  and  an  unbiassed  mind.  But  let  me 
tell  you,  g^ve  but  the  same  liberty  of  judging  for  the 
magistrate  of  your  religion  to  the  men  of  another  reli- 
gion, which  they  have  as  much  right  to  as  you  have  to 
judge  for  the  magistrate  of  any  other  religion  in  the 
points  mentioned ;  all  this  will  return  upon  you.  Go 
into  France,  and  try  whether  it  be  not  so.  So  that  your 
plea  for  the  magistrate's  using  force  for  promoting  the 
true  religion,  as  you  have  stated  it,  gives  as  much  power 
and  authority  to  the  king  of  France  to  use  it  against  his 
dissenting  subjects,  as  to  any  other  prince  in  Christen- 
dom to  use  it  against  theirs ;  name  which  you  please. 

The  fallacy  in  making  it  the  magistrate's  duty  tO  pro- 
mote by  force  the  only  true  religion  lies  in  this,  that 
you  allow  yourself  to  suppose  the  magistrate,  who  is  of 
your  religion,  to  be  well-grounded,  attentive  and  un- 
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biassed,  and  fully  and  firmly  assured  that  his  religion  is 
true ;  but  that  other  magistrates  of  other  religions  dif- 
ferent from  yours  are  not  so :  which,  what  is  it  but  to 
erect  yourself  into  a  state  of  infallibility  above  all  other 
men  of  different  persuasions  from  yours,  which  yet  they 
have  as  good  a  title  to  as  yourself? 

Having  thus  advanced  yourself  into  the  chair,  and 
given  yourself  the  power  of  deciding  for  all  men  which 
is^  and  which  is  not,  the  true  religion ;  it  is  not  to  be 
wondered  that  you  so  roundly  pronounce  all  my  dis- 
course, p.  14S,  144,  *'  concerning  the  difference  be^ 
**  tween  faith  and  knowledge,  to  be  impertinency ;  ^  and 
so  magisterially  to  tell  me,  **  that  the  thing  I  was  there 
^  cpncemed  to  make  out,  if  I  would  speak  to  the  pur- 
^  pose,  was  no  other  but  this,  that  there  are  as  clear 
**  and  as  solid  grounds  for  the  belief  of  false  religions,  as 
*'  there  are  for  belief  of  the  true :  ch*,  that  men  may 
^'  both  as  firmly  and  as  rationally  believe  and  embrace 
*'  false  religions  as  they  can  the  true." 

The  impertinency  in  these  two  or  three  pages,  I  shall 
leave  to  shift  for  itself  in  the  judgment  of  any  indifferent 
reader ;  and  will  only,  at  present,  exi^mine  what  you  tell 
**  I  was  concerned  to  make  out,  if  I  would  speak  to  the 
"  purpose.-' 

My  business  there  was  to  prove,  That  the  magistrate 
being  taught  that  it  was  his  duty  to  use  force  to  promote 
the  true  religion,  it  would  thence  unavoidably  follow, 
that  not  having  knowledge  of  the  truth  of  any  religion, 
but  only  belief  that  it  was  true,  to  determine  him  in  his 
application  of  force  ;  he  would  take  himself  in  duty 
bound  to  promote  his  own  reli^on  by  foi'ce ;  and  there- 
upon force  would  inevitably  be  used  to  promote  false 
religionst  upon  those  very  grounds  upon  which  you  pre- 
tend to  make  it  serviceable  only  to  the  true :  and  this,  I 
suppose,  I  have  in  those  pages  evidently  proved,  though 
you  think  not  fit  to  give  any  other  answer  to  what  I  there 
say,  but  that  it  is  impertinent ;  and  I  should  have  proved 
something  else,  which  you  would  have  done  well,  by  a 
plain  and  clear  deduction,  to  have  shown  from  my 
words« 


[the  two  it)f:.LOWIKG   mAVUS  OF  THE  COtY  AXB 

EITHER  LOST  OB  MISLAID.] 

Aft^r  tbis  i)pw  JQv^ntiop  of  youra,  ^  of  imawerittg  bj 
*^  ap^mei),'*  80  huppUy  found  out  for  the  eiwe  of  your- 
self ai|d  other  disputonta  of  renown,  that  shall  please  to 
follow  it ;  I  cannot  ppesume  you  should  take  notice  of 
any  thing  I  hiive  to  say  :  you  have  assumed  the  privil^;e, 
by  shpwing  your  strength  against  one  arguments  to  pro- 
nounpe  fill  the  rest  baffled ;  and  therefore  to  what  pur- 
pose is  it  to  o$er  difficulties  to  you,  who  ean  blow  them 
all  pff  with  a  breath  r  But  yet,  to  apolqgisse  fl>r  mysdf  to 
the  world,  for  being  of  opinion  that  it  is  not  always 
froni  wi^nt  of  consideration,  attention,  or  being  unhias*' 
aed,  thftt  men  with  firmness  of  persuasion  embrace,  imd 
with  full  assurance  adhere  to,  the  wrong  side  in  matters 
of  religion ;  I  shfill  take  the  liberty  to  ctfer  the  famous 
ipstanoe  of  the  two  Reyndds's,  brothers,  both  men  of 
learning  ^nd  parts ;  whereof  the  one  being  of  the  diurch 
of  England,  and  the  other  of  the  church  of  Rome,  they 
both  desiring  enph  other-s  conversion  to  the  religion 
which  he  himself  was  of,  writ  to  one  another  about  it, 
and  that  with  such  appearance  of  solid  and  clear  grounds 
on  bpth  sides,  that  they  were  wrought  upon  by  them : 
each  changed  his  religion,  and  that  with  so  firm  |t  per- 
suasion And  full  an  assurance  of  the  truth  of  that  which 
he  turned  to,  that  no  endeavours  or  arguments  of  either 
of  them  could  ever  after  move  the  other,  or  bring  him 
back  from  what  he  had  persuaded  him  ta  If  now  I 
should  ask  to  which  of  these  two,  full  assuranoe  pointed 
out  the  true  religion ;  you  no  doubt,  if  you  would  answer 
at  all,  woi|ld  say,  To  him  that  embraced  the  cburdi  of 
England,  aqd  a  papist  would  say  the  other  ;  but  if  an 
indifferent  fiian  were  asked  whether  this  fujl  aa»ur«noe 
was  sufficient  to  point  out  the  true  religion  to  either  of 
them)  he  must  answer.  No ;  for  if  it  were,  they  must 
necessarily  have  been  both  of  the  same  reli^on. 

To  sum  up  then  wh^t  ym  answer  to  my  saying,  **  It 
'*  canpot  be  the  ipagistrate's  duty  to  use  force  to  pro- 
^  mote  the  (rue  religipn,  became  he  is  «ot  in  a  capacity 
'^  to  periform  that  duty ;  for  not  having  a  certain  kn^w^ 


^^  Mgp9  but  ofilf  )|U  Qwp  piersufisiQii  to  peiqt  out  to 
**  him)  which  ii  the  true  religion ,  if  he  b^  satisfied  it  i^ 
'^  his  ciutj  tP  vse  force  to  promote  the  trvie  reli|^Qp,  \% 
**  will  ipevit^hlj  foUoWt  th^t  he  must  Always  use  it  tfl 
•*  promote  his  own,"  To  wbiph  ypu  answer,  Th«t  a 
persuasion  of  a  low  degree  is  not  sufficient  to  point  out 
that  religiofi  to  the  ipegistrate  whieh  he  is  to  promote 
by  force ;  hut  th^t  a  ^'  firmness  and  stability  pf  persua- 
**  sion,  a  fuU  assurance,  is  that  which  is  to  point  out 
*'  to  the  magistrate  that  religion  which  he  is  hy  force 
^f  to  promote/'  Where  if  by  firmqws  and  stability  of 
persuasion  and  full  assurance,  you  m^9  what  the  words 
import ;  it  is  plafn  you  confess  the  |n9fistrate*s  duty  is 
to  promote  his  pwn  religipn  by  force ;  for  that  is  the 
religion  which  his  firm  persiiasion  aud  full  assurance 
points  out  to  him.  If  by  full  assurance  yqu  nm^  my 
thing  but  the  strength  of  persuasion ;  you  contradict  aU 
that  ypu  hav^  said  about  firmness  and  stability,  and  de- 
grees of  persyac^iou ;  and  having  in  that  sense  allowed 
the  sufficiency  of  my  division*  where  I  say^  ^^  knowledge 
«'  or  opinion  must  point  put  that  religion  to  him.  whieh 

*«  he  is  by  force  to  promote ; "  retraet  it  again,  and  in- 
stead thereof,  under  the  name  of  full  assurance,  ypu  sub* 
stitute  and  put  in  true  religion ;  and  so  firmness  of  per^ 
snasion  is  in  effect  laid  by,  and  nothing  but  the  name 
made  use  of:  for  pray  tell  me,  is  firmness  of  persuasion, 
or  being  of  the  true  religion,  either  pf  them  by  itself 
sufi^oient  to  point  out  to  the  magistrate  that  religion 
wbiph  it  is  his  duty  to  promote  by  force  ?  For  they  do 
not  always  go  together.  If  being  of  the  true  religion 
by  itself  may  do  it ;  your  mentioning  firmness  of  per- 
suasion, grounded  on  solid  proof  that  leaves  no  doubt, 
is  to  no  purpose,  but  to  mislead  your  reason ;  for  every 
one  that  is  of  the  true  religion,  dpes  not  arrive  at  that 
high  ^egve^  of  peranasion»  that  full  assurance  which 
approaches  that  which  is  very  near  to  that  which  is 
pi^uced  by  dempnstration.  And  in  this  sense  of  full 
assurance,  which  you  say  men  may  have  of  the  true 
religion,  gnd  can  never  have  of  a  false  one ;  your  an-t 
swer  amounts  to  this,  that  full  assurance,  in  him  that 

^mbmpei  th«  true  religion,  will  point  out  the  religion 
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he  is  hj  force  to  promote :  where  it  is  plain,  thut  by 
fulness  of  assurance  you  do  mean  not  the  firmness  of 
his  persuasion  that  points  out  to  him  the  religion  which 
he  is  by  force  to  promote,  (for  any  lower  degree  of  per- 
suasion to  him  that  embraces  the  true  religion  would 
do  it  as  certainly,  and  to  one  that  embraces  not  the  true 
religion,  the  highest  degree  of  persuasion  would  even 
in  your  opinion  do  nothing  at  all ;)  but  his  being  of  the 
true  religion,  is  that  which  alone  guides  him  to  his  duty 
of  promoting  the  true  religion  by  force.  So  that  to  my 
question,  how  shall  a  magistrate  who  is  persuaded  that 
it  is  his  and  every  magistrate's  duty  to  promote  the  true 
religion  by  force,  be  determined  in  his  use  of  force ; 
you  seem  to  say  his  firm  persuasion  or  full  assurance  of 
the  truth  of  the  religion  he  so  promotes  must  determine 
him ;  and  presently,  in  other  words,  you  seem  to  lay 
the  stress  upon  his  actually  being  of  the  tnie  religion. 
The  first  of  these  answers  is  not  true ;  for  I  have  shown 
that  firmness  of  persuasion  may  and  does  point  out  to 
magistrates  false  religions  as  well  as  the  true  :  and  the 
second  is  much  what  the  same,  as  if  to  one,  who 
should  ask  what  should  enable  a  man  to  find  the  right 
way  who  knows  it  not,  it  should  be  answered,  the  being 
in  it.  One  of  these  must  be  your  meaning,  choose 
which  you  please  of  them ;  if  you  have  any  meaning 
at  all  in  your  sixth,  and  beginning  of  the  seventh  page, 
to  which  I  refer  the  reader ;  where,  if  he  find  nothing 
else,  he  cannot  fail  to  find  a  specimen  of  school-play, 
of  talking  uncertainly  in  the  utmost  perfection,  nicely 
and  artificially  worded,  that  it  may  serve  for  a  specimen 
of  a  master-piece  in  that  kind ;  but  a  specimen  of  the 
answerableness  of  my  Letter  will  require,  as  I  imagine, 
a  little  more  plain-dealing.  And  to  satisfy  readers, 
that  have  not  attained  to  the  admiration  of  skilfully 
saying  nothing,  you  must  directly  inform  them,  whether 
firmness  of  persuasion  be  or  be  not  sufficient  in  a  ma« 
gistrate  to  enable  him  to  do  his  duty  in  promoting  the 
true  religion  by  force;  or  else  this  you  have  pitched 
on  will  scarce  be  a  sample  of  the  answerableness  of  all 
I  have  said. 
But  you  stand  positive  in  it|  and  that  is  like  a  master^ 


it 
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that  it  cannot  be  inferred  from  the  magistrate's  being 
obliged  to  promote  by  force  the  true  religion,  that 
every  magistrate  is  obliged  to  promote  by  force  his  own 
religion.  And  that  for  the  same  reason  you  had  given 
before,  more  perplexed  and  obscurely,  viz.  **  Beoiuse 
there  is  this  perpetual  advantage  on  the  side  of  the 
true  religion,  that  it  may  and  ought  to  be  believed 
*^  on  clear  and  solid  grounds,  such  as  will  appear  the 
**  more  so,  the  more  they  are  examined :  whereas  no 
**  other  religion  can  be  believed  so,  but  upon  such  ap- 
**  pearances  only,  as  will  not  bear  a  just  examina- 
'•  tion.*' 

This  would  be  an  answer  to  what  I  have  said^  if  it 
were  so  that  all  magistrates  saw  the  preponderancy  of 
the  grounds  of  belief,  which  are  on  the  side  of  the  true 
religion ;  but  since  it  is  not  the  grounds  and  reasons  of 
a  truth  that  are  not  seen,  that  do  or  can  set  the  ma- 
gistrate upon  doing  his  duty  in  the  case ;  but  it  is  the 
persuasion  of  the  mind,  produced  by  such  reasons  and 
grounds  as  do  aifect  it,  that  alone  does,  or  is  capable 
to  determine  the  magistrate  in  the  use  of  force*  for  per* 
forming  of  his  duty  ;  it  necessarily  follows,  that  if  two 
magistrates  have  equally  strong  persuasions  concerning 
the  truth  of  their  religions  respectively,  they  must  both 
be  set  on  work  thereby,  or  neither ;  for  though  one  be 
of  a  falsCf  and  the  other  of  the  true  religion  ;  yet  the 
principle  of  operation,  that  alone  which  they  have  to 
determine  them,  being  equal  in  both,  they  must  both 
be  determined  by  it ;  unless  it  can  be  said,  that  one  of 
them  must  act  according  to  that  principle,  which  alone 
can  determine ;  and  the  other  must  act  against  it :  that 
is,  do  what  he  cannot  do ;  be  determined  to  one  thing, 
by  what  at  the  same  time  determines  him  to  another. 
From  which  incapacity  in  magistrates  to  perform  their 
duty  by  force  to  promote  the  true  religion,  I  think  it 
may  justly  be  concluded,  that  to  use  force  for  the  pro- 
moting any  religion  cannot  be  their  duty. 

You  tell  us,  it  is  by  the  law  of  nature  magistrates  are 
obliged  to  promote  the  true  religion  by  force.  It  must 
be  owned,  that  if  this  be  an  obligation  of  the  law  of 
nature,  very  few  magistrates!  overlook  it;  so  forward 
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ftre  they  to  promote  that  religidti  hj  fbrc&  wMth  tbct 
Uiki  to  bb  true.  This  beiti^  the  case^  I  bes^eeh  you  tell 
me  wh^t  Was  Huaina  Capttc,  etnp^kt>r  of  PerU^  oblig;^ 
to  do  ?  Who^  being  persuaded  Of  his  duty*  to  promote 
the  true  religion,  Was  not  yet  within  distttnce  of  kiiow* 
ing  or  so  much  as  hearing  of  the  christian  religion, 
ivhich  really  is  the  true  (so  for  was  he  from  a  possiUlity 
to  have  his  belief  grounded  Upon  the  solid  aUd  clear 
proofs  of  the  true  religion4)  Was  he  to  praknote  the  thie 
religion  by  force  ?  That  he  neither  did  nor  could  know 
any  thing  of;  so  thut  was  morally  impossible  for  him  to 
do.  Was  he  to  sit  still  in  the  neglect  of  his  duty  in- 
cumbent on  hitti  ^  That  is  in  effect  tO  suppose  it  a  duty 
and  no  duty  at  the  same  time.  If|  upott  his  not  knoW** 
ing  which  is  the  true  religioti^  you  allow  it  not  his  duty 
to  promote  it  by  force,  the  question  is  at  an  end :  you 
and  I  are  agreed,  that  it  is  not  the  magistrate's  duty  by 
ibrce  to  promote  the  true  religion.  If  you  hold  it  iu 
that  case  to  be  his  duty ;  vrhkt  remains  for  htm  to  do, 
but  to  Use  force  to  promote  that  religion  which  he  him-^ 
self  is  strongly,  nay,  perhaps  to  the  highest  degree  Of 
firmness,  persuaded  is  the  true  ?  Which  id  the  granting 
Wh^t  I  contend  for,  that^  if  the  magistrate  be  obliged 
to  promote  by  fbrce  the  true  religion^  it  wilt  thence 
follow^  that  he  is  obliged  to  promote  by  ibrce  that  reli'^' 
gion  which  he  is  persuaded  is  the  true ;  since,  as  you 
will  have  it^  force  Was  given  him  to  that  end,  and  it  is 
his  duty  to  use  it ;  and  he  hath  nothing  else  to  deter^ 
mine  it  to  that  end  but  his  own  persuasion.  So  that  ofie 
of  these  two  things  must  foUowi  either  that  in  that  case 
it  ceases  to  be  his  duty,  or  else  he  must  promote  his  oWti 
religion ;  choose  you  Which  you  please  *    *    »    ♦    * 
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Vid.  Examination. 

Conscience,  none  can  be  saved  by 
acting  contrary  to  it,  though  it 
be  erroneous,  28 

•———«—  laws  contrary  to  it, 
must  be  passively  submitted 
to,  by  private  men,  44 

a  man  sins,  by  acting 


contraiT  to  it,  though  it  be 

misguided,  146 

Creeds  ought  not  to  be  imposed 

by  the  magbtrate,  152 

D. 

DISSENTERS  should  not  be 
punished,  to  make  them  con- 
sider, more  than. others,      96 

>  '  ought  to  be  convinced  a 

church  IS  true,  before  they 
conform  to  h,  261 

to  punish  them  for  not 


considering,  is  to  punish  them 
without  la^,  87 

if  they  must  be  punished. 


it  is  hard  to  set  boundr  how 
far,  262,  ftc. 


Dissenters,  the  severity  formerly 
used  against  them  in  England, 

286—288 

■  ■  how  long  it  is  pretended 

they  must  be  punished,  293, 

*  &c. 
Divisions.  Vid.  Sects  and  Schism. 

E. 

EVIDENCE,  which  may  be  suf- 
ficient for  one,  may  not  be  so 
for  another,  297 

men    are    incompetent 

judges  what  is  sufficient  to 
every  one,  299 

Examination  (of  religion)  force  no 
proper  means  to  lead  to  it,  96 

— *  many  conformists,  as  well 
as  others,  neglect  it,  89 

none  can  be  judicially 

proved  to  refuse  it,  100 

— *-  to  punish  a  whole  party, 

as  neglecting  it,  is  absurd,  101 

^— - —  mqny  are  incapable  of 
making  it  strictly,  ibid, 

how  far  it  is  neglected* 


must  be  referred  to  the  divine 
judgment,  lOS 

want  of  it,  only  pretended 


for  punishing  dissenters,  129, 

Ac 
punishment,  for  want  of 


mm 


it,  would  fall  heavy  upon  noany 
churchmen,  131 

the  absurdity  of  using 


force  to  promote  it,      97,  &c. 
none  but  God  can  judge 


when  'tis  sufficient,     299,  &c 

■  the  duty  of  magistrates 
as  well  as  others,        179,  180 

F. 

FAITH,  articles  of  it  not  to  be 
imposed  by  hunoan  laws,      39 

■  ■        how  it  diflers  from  know- 

ledge properly  so  called,    144 
Flood  (of  Noah)  idolatry  gene- 
rally prevailed  not  soon  aAer 
it,  470, 482 

the  true  religion  continued 
above  2000  years  after  its  472 


INDEX. 


Force  is  not  capable  u  convince 
the  mind,  11 

the  uae  o£  it  belongs  only  to 
magistratea,  ibid. 

Christianity  flourished  best, 
when  without  the  hdp  of  it,6S, 

6i 

not  lawful,  though  it  might 
prove  some  way  useful,        69 

(in  religion)  usually  preju- 
dices men  against  it,  70 
->  used  only  to  produce  ooofor- 
mity,  not  convictioDi  73 

not  necessary  to  nakemen 
consider,  74* 

the  use  of  it  for  this  end,  is 
a  vain  pretence,  75 

is  much  more  likdy  to  bring 
men  to  errour  than  truth,    76 

employed  to  make  pe<^e 
consider,  is  neither  usefiil  nor 
just,  78 

no  warrant  in  scripture  for 
using  ity  82 

no  less  necessary  for  con* 
fomiists  than  nonconformists, 

the  uncertainty  of  the  pre- 
tended end  for  which  it  should 
be  used,  95 

none  have  a  right  to  use  it, 

112 

should  rather  be  used  to 
drive  bad  men  outof  thechurch, 
than  to  bring  any  in,  115 

^^  those  who  plead  for  the  mo- 
derate use  or  it,  should  show 
what  bounds  should  be  set  to 
it,  142,  &c. 

if  some  force  may  be  used 
to  bring  men  to  religion,  more 
may  be  used  to  advance  them 
in  It,  184 

no  sovereign  has  authority 
to  use  it  toward  another,  1 68 
—-not  necessary  to  promote 
religion,  though  religion  be 
necessary,  164,  &c. 

not  Ukely  to  advance  the 
true  religion,  but  the  contrary, 

168 

may  be  avoided  by  outward 
conformity  alone,       168,  323 

VOL.  V.  2 


Force,  unreasonably  used  to  make 
men  judge  more  sincerely  for 
themselves,  177, 178 

takes  the  care  of  n)en*s  souls 
from  themselves,        196, 197 
magistratesnot  commission- 
ed by  the  law  of  nature  to  use 
it,     .  902 

—  how  parents  are  authorised 
to  use  it,  206,  &c. 

and  masters,  206 

not  using  it,  intimates  iMit  a 
power  given  in  vain,  214 

the  use  of  it  makes  not  men 
ffood,  nor  secures  God*s  bless- 
mg  to  a  nation,  221, 876 

by  the  same  rule  a  lesser  de- 
gree of  it  is  needful,  a  greater 
may  be  bo,  262 

—  no  proper  means  toreaMve 
prejudices,  297 

concerning  the  end  of  its 
being  used,  308, 4cc 

it  is  equally  just  for  one 
church  to  use  it  as  another,  333 

the  spiritual  gain  which  suf- 
ferers may  reap,  though  It  be 
misapplied,    a  vain  pretence, 

367,  ore*  393 

kings  being  **  nursing  fa- 
thers," Sec.  no  good  argument 
for  using  it,  $7d 

its  use,  tho'  designed  to 
bring  men  to  truth,  may  bring 
them  to  falsehood,  378,  &C.399 

is  likely  to  lead  far  more 
into  errour  than  truth,  378, 

399,407 

no  proof  that  ever  it  has 
done  good,  380 

using  it  to  make  men  con- 
sider impertinent,  386 

—  the  use  of  it  cannot  promote 
real  holiness,  390, 391 

—  if  it  brings  any  to  consi- 
deration, it  is  only  by  accident, 

992 

it  is  most  likely  to  prevail 

on   the   loose  and    careless, 

395 

its  unfitness  to  bring  men  to 

true  religion,  argued  from  the 

13  th  artiple  of  our  church,  397 


INDEX. 


Force  mavjrequire  extraordinary 
strength  to  withstand  it,  when 
used  to  bring  to  a  false  reli- 
gion, 400 
may  be  equally  used  by  all 
magistrates  who  believe  their 
-ligion  true,  401,402 
r  it  is  absurd  to  use  it,  with- 
out pretending  to  infallibility, 

407,  &c. 

the  want  of  it  not  at  first 

supplied  by  miracles,  442,  &c. 

is  necessary  (if  at  all)  to 

make  ministers  do  their  duty, 

46S 
the  use  of  it  prevented  not  a 
horrible  apostasy  in  the  Roman 
empire,  483 

tias  (as  far  as  history  in- 
forms us)  always  been  injurious 
to  true  religion,         484,  &c. 
the  use  of  it  no  scripture- 
method  for  advancing  religion, 

497 

H. 

• 

HERESY,  wherein  it  consists, 

55 
■  imposers  of  their  own  in- 
terpretations of  scripture,  guil- 
ty of  it,  56 
Human  society,  the  preservation 
of  it  is  the  magistrate's  power, 

10 

■  no  opinion  contrary  to 
the  safety  of  it  should  be  tole- 
rated, 45 

I. 

IDOLATERS  maybe  tolerated, 

35,  51,&c. 

why  not  tolerated  by 

the  law  of  Moses,  37 

■  ■  their  case  was  peculiar 
among  the  Israelites,        ibid. 

Idolatry  did  not  root  ou  &the  true 
religion  soon  after  the  flood, 

471,4^:5 

■  was  probably  first  in- 
troduced by  great  men,  475, 

&c. 
•— the  most  likely  origi- 
nal of  it  was  tyranny,         476 


Indifierent  things,    the    ma^gm' 

trate'iB  power  about  them,  90 
■    ■  not  to  be  imposed  in 

divine  worship,  31 

■  some  of  tliem  to  be 

determined  by  a  church,  32 
Job,  the  book  of  him  probably 

written  by  a  jew,  236 

K. 


KINGS,  their  being  called 
"  nursing  fathers,"  how  to  be 
understood,  371 


L. 


LAW  (of  Moses,)  whyidolatiy 
was  punished  by  it,  37 

■  foreigners  not  compelled  to 
observe  the  rites  of  it,         38 

Legislative  power,  the  end  of  it 
is  the  outward  good  of  society, 

34,  drc 

Love,  persecutions  rising  firom  it, 
would  rather.be  against  wick- 
edness than  opinions,      6,  &c. 

M. 

MAGISTRATES,  their  duty  is 
to  secure  civil  interests,  not 
the  salvation  of  souls,  10 

■'  care  of  souls  only  com- 

mon to  them  with  others,  1 1 
are  as  liable  to  errour 


in  religion  as  others,       12,  76 

— ought  not  to  use*  force 

in  matters  of  religion,  20 

have  no  authority  to 


impose  ceremonies  in  the 
church,  29 — Nor  to  forbid 
those  used  by  others,  33 
their  power  about  in- 
different things,                    SO 

>  may  not  punish  all  sins 

against  God,  34,  &c 

are    to    punish    only 


those  things  which  injure  the 
society,  40,  &c. 

by  what  means  they 


are    brought    to    join    with 
churchmen  in  persecution,  53, 

54 


INDEX- 


Magistrates  have  do  commission 

to  punish  errours  in  religion,  40 

■  —  only  a  small  number 

.  of  them  of  the  true  reli^on*  76 

no  advantace  m  com- 


mitting the  care  of  our  souls 
to  them,  76, 122 

•their  using  force  to  pro- 


mote the  true  religion  or  tneir 
own,  is  in  effect  the  same,  128, 

143,  &c. 

'        have  no  authority  to 

impose  creeds,  153 


are  not  to  judge  of  truth 
for  other  men,  173 

have  not  more  knowledge 


of  religion  than  others,      179 
-  Uie  apostle'ssay  ing,  "We 


can  do  nothing  against  the 
truth  but  for  it,"  not  applicable 
to  them,  360 

have  not  authority,  like 


parents,  or  schoolmasters,  to 
use  force,  205 

discovering  them  to  be 

in  the  wrong,  aods  little  to 
finding  out  the  truth,  360,  361 
ought  to  assist  religion 


by    suppressing    wickedness, 

65,  66 

■  are  not  commissioned 

by  the  law  of  nature  to  use 

force  in  religion,  205 

Means  (of  salvation),  no  other 

should  be  used,  than  what  God 

has  appointed,  81,82 

what  are  proper  for  pro* 

moting  reliffion,  82 

those  which  are  sufficient 

are  given  to  all,  113,  &c. 

the  greatest    part  of  tlie 

world  without  them,  if  force 

be  necessary,  389,  &c. 

Ministers  (of  religion),  of  what 

sort  they  are,  who  want  to 

have  their  doctrines  enforced, 

151,  152 
— — —  doing  their  duty  aright, 
.  would  render  force  unneces- 
sary, 526 
Miracles  never  used  to  supply 
the  want  of  force,  454 

2 


Miracles  absurdly  reckoned 
among  human  means,        442 

'  not  wrought  in  the  view 

of  all  who  were  converted,  443 
we  have  the  same  advan- 


tage by  them,  as  most  had  in 
the  first  ages,  ibid, 

were  continued  (accor- 


ding to  church-histoiy)  after 
Christianity  was  established  by 
human  laws,  452,  &c, 

were  not  often  repeated 


to   those   who    rejected   the 
gospel,  454, 455 

will  be  always  necessary. 


supposing  them  so  whenever 
men  neglect  their  duty,  459,  &c. 
were    not    a    necessary 


means    of  conviction  in  the 
apostles  time,  523,  526 

N. 

NATIONAL  religion,  nonesuch- 
can  claim  to  be  the  true,  exclu- 
sive of  others,  422 


O- 


OPINIONS  merely  speculative 
ought  to  be  tolerated,  40 

■  contrary  to  human  socie- 

ty,  are  not  to  be  tolerated,  45 

Oppression  is  the  great  cause  of 
civil  commotions,  47,  48 


P. 


PAGANISM,  how  zeal  against 

itshouldbe  expressed,  23l5,&c. 

Penal  laws  not  designed  to  make 

men  consider    but    conform, 

387,  &c- 

"■  how  a  national  religion 

loses  ground  by  the  relaxation- 

of  them,  467—469 

whether  atheism,  &c. 


increase  by  their  relaxation, 
ibid.  Vid.  Punishments, 

Penalties.    Vid.  Force, 

Persecution,  what  it  signifies,  142 
■'   if  it  were  designed  for 


p2 


INDEX- 


Miviiif  BOulSf  pMtons  conform- 
ing on  it  would  be  examined 
concerning  their  convictions. 

197 

Penecution  only  useful  to  fill  the 
church  with  hypocritesi  37S, 

S74 
Vid.  Force,  Punishments. 

Political  societies,  all  advantages 
which  may  be  gained  by  them, 
cannot  be  reckoned  the  end  of 
them,  117 

Pl^judicesi  not  to  be  removed 
hy  force,  897 

Vid*  Force* 

Punishments  (for  errouri  in  reli- 
gion) are  unjust,  though  mode- 
rate, 62,  &c. 

*" "not  lawfully  used  to 

make  people  consider,  7S>  79, 

94 
•human  laws  inflict  them 


not  to  make  men  examine,  88 
the  pretence  for  inflict- 


wtm 


ing  them  in  France  on  the  pro- 
testants,  87 

national  churches  need 


them  as  much  as  dissenters, 

94,99 
-*if  beneficial,  it  is  un- 


kind to  withhold  them  from 
any,  108 

the  diificulty  of  deter- 


mining the  due  measures  of 
them,  1(H,  &c. 

commonly  least  used, 


where  they  are  most  needful, 

99,  118 
it  is  unjust  to  inflict 


them,  for  inforcing  things  not 
necessary,  248,  &c. 

ttie  fault  for  which  they 


are  inflicted,  points  out  the 
end  of  them,  249,  &c. 

leaving  the  measures  of 


them  to  the  magistrate's  pru- 
dence  justifies  the  greatest, 

281,  Ac. 
-—  admitting     them     as 


necessary  in  matters  of  reli- 
gion, leads  to  the  sharpest 
severities)  108,  drc. 


mmm^ 


r 

PunigbnieiiU  prejudico  tlie  uniiib 
of  men  against  truth,  70 

—  are  designed  only  to 
bring  to  outward  conformity, 

2ns9,  ore. 
not   inflicted  by  the 


apcwtles  to  brinsp  men  to  re- 
ligion, or  make  them  consider, 

457—489 

R. 

RELIGION  is  the  same  to  all, 
who  have  the  same  rule  of  finth 
and  worship,  M6|  &c. 

'  ■      ■     ■  if  true,  it  prevails  by- 
its  own  strength  without  force, 

64 
Vid.  True  religion. 

Reynolds,  a  remarkable  story  of 
two  brothers  of  this  name,  78 


8. 


SACRAMENT  (of  the  Lord's 
supper)  how  it  has  been  proed- 
tuted  by  human  laws,  73 

■■  who  are  to  be  blamed  for 

\U  prostitution,  S42 

Salvation  (of  souls)  the  care  of  it 

belongs  not  to  magistrates,  as 

such,  10, 8tc 

why  the  care  of  etch 

mto's  belongs  only  to  himself. 


not  the  design  of  penal 

laws  about  religion,  69 

pretending  care  of  this  for 


using  force  in  religion  is  pre- 
varication, 851 
impossible    to  be  pro- 


moted, by  forcing  people  in 
reliffious  matters,        391,  &c. 

Scepticism,  not  justly  chargeable 
upon  toleration,         414,  415 

Schism,  wherein  it  consists,    55 

■  ■  who  are  the  chief  causes 

of  it,  238,239 

School«masters,  their  using  force 
to  make  their  scholars  learn,  is 
no  warrant  for  using  it  io  re- 
ligious matters,  206|  209 


INDEX- 


Sop^um  «•  to  be  oofiiolMd  at 
our  guide  in  raligion,  353,  &c. 
oontaiii    Si    neeetMtfj 


*  III 


sieans  of  salvation,    519,  5^ 

Sectt  (or  diviriona)  who  are  the 
chief  eauae  of  them,  838,  dS9 

>■ ■whether  national  churchea 

ttiay  not  be  aitoh  as  well  as 
otlieta*  S39,d40 

SeditioD«  wherever  it  ia  practised, 
should  be  punished  alikei    51 

Sins,  several. of  them  are  not 
punishable  by  tnagistrates,  36 

Society,  every  advantage  which 
may  be  attained  by  it,  ia  not 
the  end  of  it^  81 3,  Ac, 

Vid«  Httoian. 

8oal>  the  care  of  it  belongs  not 
to  magistrates  as  such,  10 
-^  the  care  of  men's  own, 
better  left  to  themselves  than 
to  others,  28, 28 


T. 


THORNS  and  briars  maybe  laid 
in  the  way  by  Providence,  but 
should  not  by  men,  162 

Toleration  (in  religion)  often 
vindicated  upon  too  narrow 
principles,  3 

■  chief  mark  of  the  true 
church,  5 

■  is  very  agreeable  to  the 
gospel,  and  to  reason,  9 

■  is  not  inconsistent  with 
excommunication,  16,  17 

■  should  be  mutually  ex- 
ercised by  different  churches, 

17,18 

—  ought  to  be  promoted 

by  church-officers,         20,  21 

■  it  is  the  duty  of  magi- 
strates, 23 

should  not  be  extended 


to  all  immoral  practices,    3S, 

34 
ought  to  be  extended 


to  pagans  and  idolaters,  35, 52 

—  to  whom  it  may  not  be 

extended,  45 

■     all  churches  ihould 


preftas  it,  aathe  fooDdatien  of 
their  liberty,  47 

Toleration,  graotin^  It  prevents 
dangers  from  dissenting  as- 
semblies, 48 
will  cause  all  who  en- 


^•M 


im*^m 


joy  it  to  be  waCehftil  for  the 
public  peace,  SO,  51 

should  extend  to  all 


>«ti«PH^«MM 


things  lawful  in  conniion  con- 
versation, 51 
want  of  it  produces 


■•••■* 


disturbances  upon  account  of 
religion,  53 

truth  is  a  gainer  by  it, 

64,65 

is  no  cause  of  sects  and 

divisions,  41 4^  fto. 

the  pretended  ill  ef- 
fects of  it  refuted,  ibid. 

true  reliirion   in    no 


danger  to  be  lost  by  it,  466 
■  ■■  ■  is  not  the  cause  of  ge- 
neral corruption,        470,  &c. 

part  of  a  fourth  letter 

in  defence  of  it,  549 

— —  new  way  of  answering 

th  third  letter  for  it,        550 

-  the  answer  only  pro- 


mises instead  of  performmg, 

552 

Translation  (of  the  Bible)  a  re- 
mark concerning  the  authority 
of  the  English  one,    496,  497 

True  religion  of  the  highest  con- 
cern to  all  persons,  317 

■  '  force  no  proper  means  to 
bring  men  to  it,  317,  &c. 

■"  is  dishonoured,  by  using 

force  for  promoting  it,  319 
several  persons  may  be  of 


it,  though  differing  in  some 
things,  327,  328 

all  who  suppose  them- 


selves to  be  of  it,  have  equal 
right  to   impose   on    others, 

419,  &c. 
no  nations  can  lay  claim 


to  it  exclusive  of  others,    422 
magistrates  must  know 


it,  before  they  can  punish  the 
rejectors  of  it,         425^428 


INDEX 


jioD,  leiiily  the  best  way 
of  promotihg  it,  433, 434 

whether  it  can  sidisist 


without  actual   miracles,    or 
force,  435 

it  was  not  lost  for  want 


of  force,  in  a  few  ages  after 
the  flood,  471,  &c. 

Truth  (of  religion)  the  bc«t  way 
to  find  it,  is  by  a  good  life,  66 

Tyranny,  promoting  it,  was  pro- 
bably the  first  cause  of  iaola^ 
try,  476,  kc, 

V. 

UNBELIEVERS,  Vid.Infideb. 

Unifimnity  (the  act  of)  the  de« 

dared  intention  of  it^        388 


Uni^,  wherein  that  wUcfa  Christ 

prayed  for  consists,  837 

——who  are  most   guilty   of 

breaking  it,  338 

Usefulness   of  things  does  not 

always  render  them  lawful,  80 
■  ■  we  are  liable  to  judge 

wrongly  concerning  it,  81,  &c. 
to  argue  firom  the  law* 


fulness  of  thmgs  b  presump- 
tuous, 82 

W. 

WORSHIP,  the  law  of  nature 
ascribes  the  power  of  oppoiat- 
ing  the  parts  of  it  to  God  only, 

156,  157 
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